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ABSTRACT 
The purpose of this study was to investigate the 
opinions of senior students of National Kaohsiung 
Teachers' College in Taiwan concerning practice teaching 
and to provide suggestions for the authority of 
educational administration and teacher training 
institutions to emphasize the process o f  practice teaching. 
It was hypothesized that this study may serve as a 
stimu lation of empirical study pertaining to pracrice 
teaching in the future. 
The related research and literature were reviewed. 
A practice teaching questionnaire was developed to 
gain information concerning the time assignment, the 
senior students' feelings about the junior high schools 
in which they did practice teaching, the effectiveness of 
instructional methods, and the pre-practice teaching 
curriculum. The questionnaires were completed by 2 1 6  
senior students of National Kaohsiung Teachers' College. 
The percentage and "chi-square" methods were utilized to 
analyze the data. 
Based upon an analysis of the survey re sults, the 
findings were presented as follows: 
1. An appropriate period for practice teaching was 
three or more consecutive weeks during spring semester of 
the senior year. 
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2 .  Senior students perceived an earnest attitude 
toward practice teaching from the administrators and 
class teachers of junior high schools. Those prospective 
teachers also considered that junior high school students 
were satisfied with their teaching, and were willing to 
teaching any kind of classes. 
3. During practice teaching, the lecture and 
heuristic methods were used f requently in the classroom 
and the instructional aids were of ten made by senior 
students. The methods of evaluation which senior 
students used mostly were paper-pencil and oral 
tests. In additional to the above, senior students 
seldom encountered severe problem of student discipline. 
4 .  With regard to the pre-practice teaching 
curriculum, senior students indicated that courses in 
their majors were beneficial to their practice teaching, 
but also expressed the opinion that education and 
professional sense coureses should be strengthened. 
The following recommendations resulted from the study: 
1. The period of practice teaching should be 
extended and maintained with consecutive weeks in the 
spring semester o f  the senior year. 
2 .  The practice teaching responsibilities o f  
administrators and class teachers o f  junior high school 
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should be described clearly, and the supervisors of 
Teachers' College and cooperating teachers should keep in 
touch with each other during practice teaching. 
3. The senior students should be encouraged not only 
to employ various instructional methods but also to apply 
a variety of valid evaluation techniques for enhancing 
the effects of teaching. 
4 .  The junior high schools should purchase more 
instructional aids to help prospective teachers improve 
their practice teaching. 
5 .  The attributes of a class taught by the senior 
s tudents should be analyzed before practice teaching 
begins, in order to increase the confidence of senior 
studen ts. 
6 .  Educational administrators and o fficials in 
charge of teacher training in Taiwan should examine and 
compare the studies of practice teaching in other 
countries and conduct more empirical s tudies of such 
teaching in Taiwan. 
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Chapter I 
Overview o f  the Problem 
Background of the problem 
It is , basically , a function of education to enhance 
the quality of manpower. The common purpose o f  each 
level o f  education is to help people develop their 
potentialities, and it is the duty of teachers to 
undertake this important task. 
A good teacher is an engineer of human beings. He/She 
must possess professional knowledge and skills; 
understand the students, and guide the development o f  
students. Many of these abilities o f  a good teacher 
are developed in the teacher training institution. 
Although all kinds o f  education have the common 
purpose of developing students' potentialities, they have 
specific objectives. As the characteristic o f  the 
developmental continuum , the education o f  junior high 
school is a most important stage because junior high 
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school is seen a s  a bridge between elementary and senior 
high school. All the students who graduate from 
elementary school will be promoted to junior high school .  
Junior high school students are from twelve to fifteen 
years old. During these ages, the students' 
physical and mental development are rapid and unsteady. 
A successful junior high school teacher should recognize 
the distinctive features of students and apply various 
methods in his teaching. 
Junior high school teachers are able to gain these 
insights and skills through their cumulative experiences, 
however the basic knowledge and skills of teaching are 
received from teacher training institute. Based on these 
viewpoints, the Ministry of Education in Taiwan, the 
Republic of China, has emphasized the pre-service 
education of prospective teachers since junior high 
school education became free in 1968. 
In the recent decade, the institutions of junior 
high school teacher training were increased. The main 
purpose of these institutions--Nationa l Taiwan Normal 
University, National Kaohsiung Teachers' College, and 
National Taiwan Education Col l ege--is to educate 
effective junior high school teachers. The major areas 
of junior high school teacher training programs in each 
teachers college or university consists of theory and 
practice. The theory subjects include common courses, 
major courses, and educational courses. From the 
learning of theory subjects, the students in teacher 
training institutions should gain necessary k nowledge 
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which will be applied in actual teaching. The practical 
subjects comprise field trips, visiting teaching, practice 
teaching before completing four years of study, and practice 
teaching after completing four years of study. Through the 
experience of practical subjects, the students of teacher 
training institutions should familiarize themselves with 
teaching. 
According to the design for teacher training 
programs, both theory and practical courses should be 
emphasized equally, but actually the practical subjects 
have received less emphasis. In the practical courses, 
the one-year practice teaching after students have 
graduated from four-year teacher training institutions 
has been considered as a surface process because it has 
lacked effective guidance and objective evaluation ( 
Wang, 1 9 8 2  ) . To improve the effectiveness of practice 
teaching during this period will require major revisions 
in the teacher training program and su f f icient assistance 
from junior high school principals and teachers. The 
teacher training institution has arranged directly the 
other stage of practice teaching, but the effects have 
been limited and some problems have exisited. 
For the purpose of improving the teacher training 
program, the problems of practice teaching before senior 
students graduate from teacher training institution are 
valuable to investigate. 
Statement of the Problem 
4 
Teaching is a combination of science and art. It is 
researcher's opinion that teachers, especially junior 
high school teachers, within their classroom, serve as 
counselors and guides to their students. The prospective 
junior high school teacher should receive miscellaneous 
training to prepare for work in the profession. It is 
assumed that practice teaching is necessary to complete 
the training of those prospective teachers. 
Grim and Michaelis ( 1 9 5 4  ) indicated that practice 
teaching of prospective junior high school teachers is a 
significant part of a professional program designed to 
help them become competent in their positions. Several 
authors have also described practice teaching a s  the most 
crucial portion of the teacher preparation program Andrews, 
1 96 4 ;  Baer & Foster, 1 9 7 5; Drummond, 1 9 7 7  ) . Caul and 
Hahn ( 1 98 0  ) emphasized that practice teaching is 
is considered to be a unique opportunity for senior 
students to integrate their knowledge regarding academic 
disciplines, psychology, sociology, and teaching 
methodology into the development of a personal teaching 
style. 
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Although practice teaching is benef ical to senior 
students in equipping them with teaching skills, the 
effects of practice teaching may be reduced, if senior 
students lack motivation for teaching. Ross, Raines, 
Cervetti, and Dellow ( 1 9 8 0  ) pointed out that senior 
students who discover in the last semester that they lack 
motivation for teaching, are confronted with the 
undesirable choice of either reluctantly entering the 
profession or giving up years of college training by 
pursuing another major. Unfortunately, many senior 
students of the Teachers' College or University who fail 
to recognize the real meaning of practice teaching may 
lack motivation for teaching. They o f ten regard practice 
teaching as rou tine work. Sometimes, their performance 
in practice teaching is inadequate. It is valuable to 
identify possible reasons for below standard perf ormance 
in practice teaching. 
The need to evolve a plan pertaining to escal ating 
junior high school teachers' proficiency is essential 
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in Taiwan. The authorities of education have made 
numerous attempts to improve teacher training programs. 
In spite of the improvements made, e. g., financial 
support, curriculum development, instructional facilities 
and equipment, etc. , the practice teaching program is in 
need of further investigation. 
In Taiwan, efforts are continually being made to 
improve the quality of teacher training programs. 
These improvement have been built more on common-sense 
generalizations than on the results of empirical research. 
It is researcher' s opinion that some of the educational 
administrators, scholars, and members of the social 
community have not fully realized the significant 
importance of practice teaching programs in developing 
and providing competent teachers. 
With increasing study of and research into pracrice 
teaching, educational administrators and teacher training 
institutions should be able to improve the process. 
It is the hope of the researcher that this study 
will serve as pilot research which will hopefully help 
open the threshold of progress for practice teaching and 
will stimulate others to assist in this worthy task. 
Purpose of the Study 
The purpose of this study was to assess the effects 
resul ting from practice teaching which was performed by 
the prospective junior high school teachers of Taiwan 
before they graduated from Teachers' Colleges or 
University. 
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Specifically, this study assessed practice teachers' 
opinions concerning four major areas: 
1 .  The opinions of senior students concerning the 
time assigned to practice teaching. 
2 .  The opinions of senior students about the 
attitude of administrators and teachers in the junior 
high schools where senior s tudents of Teachers' Colleges 
or University participated in practice teaching. 
3. The opinions of senior students concerning the 
effectiveness of instructional methods used in practice 
teaching. 
4 .  The opinions of senior students about the 
pre-practice teaching curriculum in the Teachers' Colleges 
or University. 
Limitation of the Study 
This study was based on the assumption that the 
opinions of practice teachers reflect their real needs. 
Thus, the scope of this study was limited to the opinions 
of senior students who just finished their three weeks of 
practice teaching. 
The subjects of this study were the senior students 
from National Kaohsiung Teachers' College. 
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The opinions of those who engaged in educational 
administration, who played a cooperating teacher role in 
the junior high schools during the period of practice 
teaching, and who served as instructors in teacher 
training institutions were excluded mostly because of the 
limited time and budget. 
The students of general universities who were 
insterested in teaching were also not the sub jects in 
this study because the junior high school teachers 
usually come from the Teachers' Colleges and University. 
Definition of Terms 
Terms used in this study are defined as following: 
1 .  Practice teaching: during the last semester of 
the four-year teacher education program, senior students 
in the National Kaohsiung Teachers' College have three 
weeks to participate in teaching in the junior high 
schools. 
2 .  Teachers' Colleges or University: refer to three 
teacher training institutions: National Taiwan Normal 
University which is located in Taipei, National Taiwan 
Education College which is located in Changhua, and 
National Kaohsiung Teachers' College which is located in 
Kaohsiung. 
3 .  Teachers: refer to the class teachers in the 
junior high schools. 
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4 .  Administrators: include the Principals, Dean of 
Studies, and Dean of Students in the junior high schools. 
5 .  Curriculum: the courses which are taught in the 
Teachers' Col leges or University. In this study, the 
curriculum was classified into three parts: common 
subjects, professional or major subjects, and educational 
subjects. 
6 .  Instructional methods: teaching methods and aids 
which were used in practice teaching. 
7 .  Bisexual class: a c lass consists of male and 
female students in junior high school. 
8. Unisexual class: refer to a class which only has 
male or female students in junior high school. 
Chapter II 
Review of the Related Research and Literature 
Related Research and Literature 
The conception of practice teaching has been the central 
notion of the recent field-based era ( post World War II ) 
( Hughes, 1 9 8 2  ) . Practice teaching is a part of the 
professional training. A number of professional writings 
have indicated that practice teaching is the most 
functional and practical experience incl uded in the 
education of prospective teachers ( Andrews, 1 9 6 4 ;  Fox, 
1 9 6 4 ; Baer & Foster, 1 9 7 5 ; Drummond, 1 9 7 7  ) . Practice 
teaching experience should bridge the gap between theory 
and practice. Fox ( 1 9 6 4  ) indicated that practice 
teaching should bring practice and theory together and 
should integrate the whole teacher-education program. 
Students in teacher training institution see practice 
teaching as one of the most valuable phases of their 
preparation ( Ryan et al. , 1 9 8 0  ) , and as a time to 
experience the "real" world. On the other hand, certain 
studies demonstrated that the process of practice 
1 0  
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teaching produces negative outcomes Iannaccone, 1 9 6 3 ;  
Hoy, 1 9 6 7 ;  Matthews, 1 9 6 7 ;  Sorenson & Halpert, 1 9 6 8  ) . 
The results of some studies pointed out that student 
teachers become more authoritarian, rigid, impersonal, 
restrictive, arbitrary, bureaucratic, and custodial by 
the end of their practice teaching experience ( Glassberg 
& Sprinthall, 1 9 8 0  ) .  
The objectives, contents, time assignment, and 
problems of practice teaching have been the sub jects of 
many studies. Henry 1 9 8 3  ) indicated that three common 
objectives of practice teaching are: ( 1 ) to explore 
teaching as a career early in the college experience, ( 2 )  
to develop basic teaching skill in the field setting, and 
( 3 )  to involve teachers more directly in teacher 
preparation. The process of practice teaching is 
important for a prospective teacher. Although some 
studies showed that early exposure to the classroom makes 
little significant difference among prospective teachers 
( Bennie, 1 9 8 2  ) , many studies revealed that practice 
teaching facilitates a prospective teacher' s career in 
the future. Austin-Martin, Bull, and Mol rine ( 1 9 8 1  ) 
studied forty students in a pre-student teaching field 
experience course and found that a pre-student teaching 
experience positively affected the prospective teacher's 
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interpersonal skills. A study by Bartos and Souter 
( 1 9 8 1  ) also indicated that the practicum student did 
have a positive impact on the school in which he/she was 
working. The study of Austin-Martin, Bull, and Molrine 
emphasized again that a prospective teacher participating 
in practice teaching is better equipped to establish a 
more e f f ective re lationship with administrators, 
teachers, and pupils than his counterpart who did not 
participate in such a process. 
Some authors have reported on e f f orts to plan the 
contents of practice teaching to reach specific 
objectives. Gallemore ( 1 9 7 9  ) indicated that three 
broad categories of skills should be acquired during 
practice teaching: ( 1 )  instruction, ( 2 )  class management, 
and ( 3 )  personal and professional growth. Another study 
concluded that four requirements are necessary in 
practice teaching: ( 1 )  curriculum planning and 
implementation, ( 2 )  instruction, ( 3 )  grouping of 
students, and ( 4 )  evaluation ( Griffin, 1 9 8 3  ) . During 
practice teaching, a senior student should be able to 
rely on skills and knowledge gained from the teacher 
training institution in curriculum planning, instruction, 
class management, and evaluation. Packard ( 1970  ) also 
indicated that the professional courses studied in 
teacher training institutions e. g. , educational 
psychology, child study, introduction to educational 
measurement and evaluation, and school organization and 
administration are beneficial to practice teaching. 
A number of researchers have studied the length of 
practice teaching with dif ferent conclusions. Zeichner 
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( 1 9 7 8  ) indicated that the l iterature does not support 
the contention that practical experience in schools are 
necessarily beneficial; nor can it be taken for granted 
that more time spent in schools will automatically make 
better teachers. A study by Henry ( 1 9 8 3  ) concluded that 
the number of exploratory field experiences has little 
or no impact upon the assessment of the ma jor problems 
experienced during practice teaching. On the other hand, 
Caul and Hahn ( 1 9 8 0  ) suggested that increased time in a 
practice teaching assignment does not necessarily 
increase the actual amount of time the student is 
involved in classroom instruction; however, the data 
appeared to support the notion that a l onger practice 
teaching experience is related to an increase in the 
student teacher's confidence in applying teaching skills. 
Horn ( 1 9 8 3  ) also suggested that a longer practice 
teaching period is va luable. Freeze, Buckher, Olive, and 
Brooks ( 1 9 8 4  ) conducted a study of 1 1 2  student 
teachers, using the APT ( Assessments of Performance in 
Teaching ) as the evaluation instrument, to discover 
whether lengthening student teaching would improve 
student teachers' skills and performance; the results 
showed that extending a practice teaching experience 
would be beneficial. Cal f ee' s study ( 1 9 8 3  ) concluded 
that there is a significant relationship between the 
number of field experience hours and the teaching skills 
including (1) poise and sel f-control, ( 2 ) communication, 
( 3 )  dress, (4) ef fective use of class time, and ( 5 )  
consistent reinforcement for acceptable behavior of 
students. Although there are different views concerning 
the length of practice teaching, several studies have 
indicated a relationship between the length of practice 
teaching and its benefits to senior students. 
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In spite o f  the length of practice teaching, the 
student teachers may encounter some difficulties. Hodges 
( 1 9 8 3  ) indicated that student teachers encounter a 
number of problems such as school pressure, lack of 
confidence, discipline problems, limited time, and 
seeming irrelevance of some content of the methods 
courses. Rickman and Hollowell ( 1 9 8 1  indicated that 
there are several factors that may cause fail ure in 
senior students' practice teaching, the most important being 
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: ( 1 )  problems with classroom management and discipline, 
( 2 )  inability to relate well with students, ( 3 )  poor 
teaching methods, ( 4 )  lack of commitment to the 
profession, and ( 5 )  personal characteristics. Purcell 
and Seiferth ( 1 9 8 1  ) also indicated that the problem of 
discipline is ranked as the number one problem for all 
categories of student teachers. In addition to the study 
of Purcell and Seiferth, several studies identified 
discipline problems that interfere with teaching and 
classroom routines as the most dif f icult ( Harrow & 
Dziuban, 1 9 7 4 ;  Purcell & Seiferth, 1 9 7 8 ,  1 9 8 1 ; Adams & 
Martray, 1 9 8 0  ) .  
A study by Moser ( 1 9 8 2  ) concluded that the 
methods of discipline seem more fair and more effective 
after student teaching than before. Marble ( 1 9 8 4  ) 
indicated, however, that some skills of senior students 
such as classroom management and teacher clarity of 
presentation did not improve after their practice 
teaching. 
Because of the lack of teaching experience, the 
senior students with almost four years' prof essional 
training may meet some problems in their practice 
teaching. Knowing how to understand and analyze practice 
teaching problems is an important task for educators and 
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researchers. During practice teaching, student teachers 
may receive help with their problems from cooperating 
teachers, the principal, or the university supervisor. 
One study indicated that student teachers viewed the 
cooperating teacher' s  role as a helper who shared 
responsibilities and the supervisor's role as teacher, 
helper, and evaluator ( Wolfe, 1 98 2  } .  If the 
responsibilities of the cooperating teachers have been 
described clearly, they should be able to provide 
constructive criticism to guide students in their 
practice, and to verba lize the rationale for the use of 
the methods and lessons that student teachers are 
expected to learn ( Emans, 1 9 8 3  ) . The contacts between 
the junior high school principal and student teachers are 
less than contacts with cooperating teachers, but the 
principal's attitude will inf luence student teachers. 
Ball ( 1 9 8 2  } indicated that the informal daily 
interactions between the student teachers and the 
principal are more influential in shaping student 
teachers' attitudes about the principal's supervison than 
are formal evaluations. The university supervisors may 
inf luence both the cooperating teacher' s input and the 
student teacher' s response to the cooperating teacher 
through goal formation and good communication ( Taylor, 
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1 9 8 3  ) . Smith ( 1 98 0  ) recognized that the supervisor is 
the specialist in the review and interpretation of the 
findings of research--a f unction that practicing teachers 
cannot usually be expected to perform. Theref ore, Taylor 
indicated that the more concerned the supervisors were 
about student teachers, the more actions and time they 
took with the cooperating teachers and stu dent teachers. 
Kysilka and Anderson ( 1 9 7 1  ) encouraged teacher 
educators to investigate and utilize a varity of feedback 
procedures with student teachers so that they were kept 
fully informed about their teaching effectiveness. 
Senior students' opinions from the practice teaching can 
serve as feedback, and assist tea cher educators in 
improving practice teaching. 
Uniqueness of the Study 
The implementation of practice teaching in Taiwa n is 
based on the "Law of Teacher Education" and the 
"Plans of Practice Teaching of Teachers' Colleges or 
University. " Through the years, the effects of practice 
teaching have been less than the ef fects that were 
expected. As Hwang ( 1 9 8 2  ) , the Chairman of Education 
Department of Nationa l Cheng-chih University in Taiwan, 
indicated, there are several problems that exist in 
practice teaching, i. e. , its content, arrangements and 
length, gui dance and evaluation, etc. He urged that 
educators and educational admini strators investigate 
these problems in order to improve practice teaching. 
However, no empirical study has been conducted to supply 
suggest ions for improving practice teaching. 
Thi s  study utilized the survey to get the opinions 
of senior students concerning practice teachi ng. It i s  
the reflection of students' actual needs pertaining to 
practice teaching. The results of this study should 
serve as stimulation for educational adm i n istrators i n  
teacher training institutions i n  Taiwan to attempt to 
i mprove practice teaching. 
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Chapter III 
Design of the Study 
General Design 
This study was designed to investigate the opinions 
of senior students after their practice teaching and to 
offer suggestions for educational a uthorities interested 
in improving practice teaching. This study was the first 
empirical study concerning practice teaching in Taiwan, 
the Republic of China. The process of this study was 
divided into the following seven steps: ( 1 )  cl arification 
of the problems and setting the purpose of the study, ( 2 )  
review of related literature and research, ( 3 )  
construction of study framework, ( 4 )  design and 
implementation of the field study, ( 5 )  col lection of 
pertinent data, ( 6 )  ana l ysis of data, and ( 7 )  reporting 
the results and offering suggestions. 
Sample and Population 
The senior students of National Taiwan Normal 
University, National Kaohsiung Teachers' Col lege, and 
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Na tional Ta iwan Educa t ion College were the popu l a t ion of 
the s tudy . The me thod o f  c l u s te r  samp l i n g  Lin , 1 9 7 5  ) 
was used to selected the samp l e .  The sen i or s tudents o f  
the three teacher tra i n i n g  i n s t i t u t ions form three 
separ a te c l u s te r s .  The re searcher , a f te r  the clu sters 
were def ined,  selec ted the c l u s ter of Na t ional Kaohs iung 
Teacher s '  College as the sample . A l l  the senior students 
i n  the selected clus te r  were the subje c t s  i n  t h i s  s tudy . 
The selec ted c l u s te r  cons i s ted o f  3 5 9  senior s t udents 
as i nd i ca ted i n  Ta ble 1 .  A l l  of these s tuden ts who 
prac t i c e  taught throughout Taiwan w i l l  be assi gned as 
junior h i g h  school teachers i n  the near f u tu re .  
Data Collect ion and Instrumentation 
The data was collec ted by sending the Prac t i ce 
Tea ching Quest ionn a i re ( see Append i x  ) to the subjects.  
A pre-addressed, pos tage-pa i d  envelope was i ncl uded w i t h  
the mai led ques t ionna i re s .  
2 5 8  of 3 5 9  senior s t udents responded to t he 
Que s t i onna i r e .  This number represented a 7 1 . 8 7  % 
response rate a s  indi ca ted i n  Table 2 .  Re t u rned 
que s t ionna i res w h i c h  had i n complete answers or lack o f  
responses t o  some quest ions were not used i n  the data 
analy s i s .  
The i n s t r ume n t  used to collect da ta was the 
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Table 1 
The Practical  Si tua t i on o f  Sample 
Department Number 
Chi nese 7 0  
Eng l i s h  7 2  
Ma t hema t i c s  6 7  
Indu s t r i a l  Educa t i on 5 3  
Educat ion 3 6  
Che m i s t ry 30 
Physics 3 1  
Total 3 5 9  
Table 2 
The Percentage of Response 
Des c r i p t ion 
Sent out 
Rece i ved 
Perce n ta ge 
Number 
3 5 9  
2 5 8  
7 1 . 8 7  % 
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que st ionn a i re pre v i ously ment ione d .  The i n i t i a l  
que s t i onnaire which con s i s ted of twenty f ive questions 
was based on a re v i ew of l i tera ture and a cons ideration 
of prac t i ca l  s i tuation . I n  order to e n ha nce the c l a r i ty 
of i t ems , a p i lo t  te s t  was conducted. Based on the 
res u l t s  of the p i lot t e s t  a nd the sugge s t ions of 
Professor Pao,  the D i rector of S tudent Tea ching of 
Nationa l Kaohs iung Tea c hers ' College , the i n i t i a l  
quest i onna i re was rev i se d .  The order o f  t he i tems was 
adj us ted and seven i tems were e l i m i na ted.  The f i na l 
ques t ionna i re was con s i s ted o f  three p a r t s -- the b r i e f  
l e t te r ,  background i n forma t i o n ,  and e i g h teen questions . 
The questions of t h i s  survey comprised four ma j or area s :  
( 1 )  the assi gnment conce r n i n g  pract i ce t e a c h i n g ,  ( 2 )  t he 
fee l ings toward the a t t i tude of the adm i n i s t ra tors and 
teachers of j un ior high schoo l s ,  ( 3 )  the use of 
ins truc t i onal me t hods in p ra c t i c e  teach i n g ,  and (4) the 
percep t ions concerning pre-p rac tice teaching curriculum. 
Data Ana l y s i s  
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Forty two rece i ved q ue s t i onna i re s  were d i s ca rded 
because of the i r  incomplete response s .  The number of the 
sample used in data ana l y s i s  wa s 2 1 6  ( see Table 3 ) .  
Table 3 
The Percentage of Compl e te Que s t i onna ire 
Desc r i p t i on 
Rece i ved 
D i scarded 
Comple te 
Pe rcen t a ge 
Number 
2 5 8  
4 2  
2 1 6  
8 3 . 7 2 % 
The s t a t i s t ical method of this s tudy was the 
"chi -squa r e "  method. F i r s t  of a l l ,  t he f requency and 
percentage of every option in each ques t i on were 
presented . Second, the op i n i ons of d i f f erent sex 
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and depa r tments were compared . F i na l ly , the op i n ions o f  
senior s tudents w ho pa r t i c i pa ted i n  d i f ferent k i nds o f  
classes were compared . The opin ions of senior s tudents 
who taught i n  cla sses w i t h  d i f ferent number of s tude n t s ,  
i n  d i f ferent types o f  c l a s ses , and i n  d i f f e re n t  grades o f  
clas ses were compared a s  w e l l . The s i g n i f icant 
d i f ferences were shown a t  . 0 5 ( * ) and . 0 1 ( **  ) leve l .  
Chapter IV 
Resu l t s  and Analysis 
Resu l t s  
I n  accordance w i th the surve y ,  the resu l t s  are 
ana lyzed i n  order of questions which dea l t  w i th four 
ma jor a rea s .  The f i r s t  a rea concerning the t i me 
assi gnment consis ted of three ques tions--from quest ion 
one to question three. The second area perta i n i n g  to 
senior s tude n t s '  fee l i n g s  about the j u n i o r  h i gh school i n  
which they d i d  pra c t i ce teaching comprised seven 
que s t i on s--from que s t ion four to question ten . The th ird 
a rea which dea l t  w i th the e f fect iveness of ins truct i onal 
methods i ncluded four que s t i ons--from question e leven to 
que s t i on fourteen . The l a s t  a rea con s i s ted of four 
que s t i ons , f rom que st ion f i f teen to question e i ghteen ,  
concerning the pre-pra c t i c e  teaching curriculum.  
Each que s t i on is analyzed by two tabl e s .  The f i rst 
table presents the overa l l  p i cture , the d i f ferent views 
between the subjects of ma l e  and fema l e , and the 
d i f ferent opin ions among a l l  depar tment s .  The second 
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table reveals the d i f ferences o f  opi n i ons of the 
subjects who pa r t i c i pa ted i n  various k i nds of clas sroom 
si tuation s  during the i r  p ra c t i ce teachi n g .  
The s t a t i s t i cal r e s u l t s  o f  f reque n c i e s ,  one -fa ctor 
chi -squa re , and two -fac tor chi-square a re presented i n  
each table . 
Area !--Op inions Concern ing t he Time Assigned to 
Practice Teaching.  
RESULTS FOR QUESTION 1: HOW MANY WEEKS ARE ADEQUATE FOR 
PRACTICE TEACHING? 
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The resu l t s  for question 1 a re presen ted i n  Tables 4 
and 5 .  As indicated i n  Table 4 ,  approx imately 39 % of 
the subjects ra ted t hree weeks as adequate for prac t i ce 
teac h i n g ,  w h i le 2 9  % i n d i ca ted f i ve weeks and 2 5  % 
indica ted four wee k s .  The d i f ference among these 
op i n i ons was s i gn i f icant ( x2 = 4 6 . 3 3 ,  d f =  3 ,  p < . 0 1 ) .  
The d i f ference between ma le and female respondents was 
not s i g n i f icant ( x2 = 2 . 4 9 ,  df= 3 ,  p >  . 0 5  ) .  The 
d i f f erence a mong each depar tmen t was not s i gn i f icant ( x2 = 
2 5 . 5 5 ,  d f =  1 8 ,  p> . 0 5 
As indi cated i n  Table 5 ,  the subjects who 
p a r t i c ipa ted i n  the classes of 40 or more s tudents had 
d i f fe rent opini ons perta i n i n g  to the length of pra c t i ce 
teach i n g .  The majority of the sub jects i n  these large 
27 
classes tended to rate " t hree weeks " a s  an adequate 
leng t h  of t i me for prac t i ce teac h i n g .  There were no 
s t a t i s t i c a l ly s i gn i f i cant d i f fe rences among the classes w i t h  
d i f ferent numbers o f  s t uden ts ( x2 = 4 . 6 4 ,  d f =  9 ,  p >  . 0 5  ) .  
Based on the types o f  c lasses,  only the subjects taught 
i n  the u n i se xual class had s i g n i f icantly d i f ferent views 
on this ques t i o n .  The op i n i ons between subjects who 
taught in d i f ferent types of classes were s i g n i f icant 
( x2 = 1 3 . 8 3 ,  df= 3 ,  p< . 0 1  ) ,  but the ma j o r i t y  o f  subjects 
advocated the option of " t hree week s . "  
From the exami n a t i on of d i f f e rent grades of c lasses in 
which the subjects pa r t i c i pa te d ,  the opin ions o f  those 
who taught i n  the 7 t h  and 8 t h  grade were s i g n i f i ca n t l y  
d i f fe rent . Howeve r ,  the op i n i ons among these grades o f  
clas ses were not s i gni f icant ( x2= 0 . 6 8 ,  d f =  6 ,  p >  . 0 5 ) .  
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Table 4 
Question 1 :  How many weeks are adequa te for p ra c t i ce tea ching?  
Op t i ons x2 
Responden t N Total 
& ( 1 ) ( 2) ( 3 ) ( 4 } 
Group % 2 3 4 5 One Two 
weeks weeks weeks weeks 
Fac tor Fac tors 
All N 1 5  8 4  5 4  6 3  2 1 6  4 6 . 3 3  
* *  
% 6 . 9 4  3 8 . 8 9  2 5 . 0 0 2 9 . 1 7  1 0 0 . 0 0 
Sex * *  
Male N 8 3 3  2 1  3 1  9 3  1 6 . 8 9  
% 8 . 6 0  3 5 . 4 8  2 2 . 5 8 3 3 . 3 4 4 3 . 0 6  
3 1 . 8 9 * *  
2 . 49 
Female N 7 5 1  3 3  3 2  1 2 3  
% 5 . 6 9 4 1 . 4 6 26 . 8 3  2 6 . 0 2  56 . 9 4  
Departmen t  * *  
Chinese N 2 2 8  1 3  6 4 9  3 2 . 0 6 
% 4 . 0 8  5 7 . 1 4 2 6 . 53 1 2 . 24 2 2 . 6 9  
Eng l i s h N 2 1 2  1 0  1 4  3 8  
* 
8 . 7 4  
% 5 . 26 3 1 . 5 8  2 6 . 3 2  3 6 . 8 4  1 7 . 5 9  
Math N 2 1 4  9 1 4  3 9  9 . 9 2  
* 
% 5 . 1 3  3 5 . 9 0 2 3 . 0 8 1 5 . 9 0  1 8 . 0 6  
Indu s t r i a l  N 5 8 6 1 3  3 2  4 . 7 5 
Educa t i on % 1 5 . 6 3  2 5 . 00 1 8 . 75 4 0 . 6 3  1 4 . 8 1  
2 5 . 5 5  
Educa t i on N 3 4 4 6 1 7  1 . 1 2 
% 1 7 . 6 7  2 3 . 5 3  2 3 . 5 3  3 5 . 2 9  7 . 8 7  
Che m i s try N 1 9 6 5 2 1  6 . 2 4 
% 4 . 7 6 4 2 . 8 6  28 . 5 7  2 3 . 8 1  9 . 7 2  
* 
Phys i c s  N 0 9 6 5 2 0  8 . 4 0  
% 0 4 5 . 0 0  3 0 . 0 0  2 5 . 0 0  9 . 2 6  
* 
p <  .OS 
* *  
p <  .01 
2 9  
Table 5 
Que s t i on 1 :  How many wee k s  are adequate for prac t i ce teac hi ng? 
Opt i ons x2 
Responde n t  N Total 
& ( 1) ( 2 ) ( 3) ( 4) 
Group % 2 3 4 5 One Two 
weeks weeks weeks weeks 
Factor Factors 
Number of 
Students 
2 0-39  N 3 1 3  9 6 3 1  7 . 0 6  
% 9 . 68 4 1 . 9 4  2 9 . 0 3  1 9 . 35 1 4 . 3 5  
4 0 - 4 5  N 5 3 2  2 0  1 9  7 6  1 9 . 2 6  
** 
% 6 . 58 4 2 . 1 1 26 . 32 25 . 0 0  3 5 . 1 8  
* 
4 . 6 4  
46-48 N 3 1 3  7 1 3  3 6  8 . 0 0  
% 8 . 3 3  3 6 . 1 1  1 9 . 4 4  3 6 . 1 1  1 6 . 6 7  
4 9  plus N 4 2 6  1 8  25 73 1 6 . 9 2 
** 
% 5 . 48 3 5 . 6 2  24 . 66 3 4 . 25 3 3 . 8 0 
Type o f  
Class 
B i sexual N 1 0  2 1  1 1  1 5  5 7  5 . 2 5  
Class % 1 7 . 5 4 3 6 . 8 4  1 9 . 3 0 2 6 . 3 2  2 6 . 39 
** 
1 3 . 8 3  
Un i sexual N 5 6 3  4 3  4 8  1 59 4 5 . 9 6  
Class % 3 . 14 3 9 . 6 2  2 7 . 04 3 0 . 1 9  7 3 . 6 1  
Grade o f  
Class 
** 
7 t h  Grade N 8 3 6  2 3  3 0  9 7  1 8 . 0 1  
% 8 . 2 5  3 7 . 1 1  2 3 . 7 1  3 0 . 9 3  4 4 . 9 1 
** 
8 th Grade N 7 4 3  28 30 1 0 8  2 4 . 6 7 
% 6 . 4 8 3 9 . 8 1  2 5 . 93 2 7 . 7 8  5 0 . 0 0  0 . 6 8 
9 t h  Grade N 1 4 3 3 1 1  1 .  7 3  
% 9 . 0 9  3 6 . 36 2 7 . 27 2 7 . 27 5 . 0 9  
* 
p <  . 0 5  
** 
p <  . 0 1  
*-i 
RESULTS FOR QUESTION 2 :  WHICH SEMESTER WOULD BE THE 
PROPER TIME FOR PRACTICE TEACHING? 
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The resu l ts of this question a re presented in Tables 
6 and 7 .  As indica ted i n  Table 6 ,  appro x i ma tely 56 % of 
the subjects considered the proper t ime for pract ice 
tea ching to be " spring / senior , " w h i l e  about 32 % of 
the subjects preferred " fa l l  / seni o r , " and less than 
1 0  % prefe rred " spring / j u n i or . " The d i fference among 
these opin ions wa s s i gn i f i cant ( x2 = 1 5 8 . 7 0 ,  df=  3 ,  p< 
• 01 ) • 
More than a half of the ma le and fema le subjects 
preferred " spring / sen ior"  as a proper t i me for 
prac t i ce teachi ng . There was no s i g n i f i cant di f ference 
between ma le and female responses ( x2 = 4 . 0 3 ,  d f =  3 ,  p >  
• 0 5 ) • 
More than a ha l f  subjects i n  each department ra ted 
" spring I sen i or "  as the proper time for pra c t i ce 
teachi n g .  The op in ions among t he departmen ts were not 
s ta t i s tically s i g n i f i cant ( x2 = 2 6 . 4 8 ,  df= 1 8 ,  p> .OS ) .  
As indicated i n  Table 7 ,  each group o f  subj ects who 
taught i n  the classes w i th var i ous number o f  s tudents had 
somewhat d i f ferent opin ions concerning the proper time 
for pra c t i ce teachi n g .  In two o f  these four groups , more 
than ha l f  of the sub jects cons i dered that " spring / senior" 
was the proper t i me for practice teac h i n g ,  w h i l e  i n  the 
other two groups nearly ha l f  of subjects had t he same 
opi n i on . The d i fference among these four groups was 
s i gn i f i ca n t  ( x2 = 3 1 . 2 1 ,  d f =  9 ,  p< . 0 1  }. 
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The sub jects who pa r t i c ipated in d i f fe rent types of 
classes expressed s i gn i f i ca n t  d i f f erences o f  opinions 
concerning the proper t i me for prac t i ce tea c h i n g .  In the 
" un i sexual class , "  abou t 6 1  % ra ted " sp r i n g  / senior" a s  
a proper t ime f o r  prac tice teachi ng , bu t i n  t he o ther 
group approximately 4 4  % had the same op i n i on .  There was 
no s i g n i f i ca n t  di fference between these two groups ( x2= 
5 . 8 9 ,  d f =  3 ,  p> .OS } .  
More than one-half o f  t h e  subjects who taught in t he 
7 t h  and 8 t h  grade considered that " spring / senior" was 
the proper t i me for pra c t i ce teaching,  bu t the maj ori ty 
of those tea ching i n  the 9th grade prefe rred " fa l l /  
senior . "  Howeve r ,  the opinions among t he se three groups 
did not have s i g n i f icant d i f fe rence ( x2 = 6 . 0 3 ,  df=  6 ,  p >  
• 0 5  } • 
Table 6 
Ques t i on 2 :  Which seme ster would be the proper t i me for 
pra c t ice teaching?  
Opt i on s  
Respondent N Total 
& ( 1 ) ( 2) ( 3) ( 4 ) 
Group % Fa l l  Spr i n g  Fall Spring One 
I I I I 
Junior J u n i or Sen ior Sen i or Factor 
A l l  N 3 2 1  7 0  1 2 2  2 1 6  1 5 8 . 7 0  
** 
% 1 .  3 9  9 . 7 2 3 2 . 4 1 56 . 4 8  1 0 0 . 0 0  
S e x  
** 
Male N 2 1 1  2 4  5 6  9 3  7 2 . 0 3  
% 2 . 1 5 1 1 . 8 3 2 5 . 8 1  6 0 . 2 2  4 3 . 0 6 
Female N 1 1 0  4 6  6 6  1 2 3  9 0 . 7 6 
*
*
 
% • 8 1  8 . 1 3  3 7 . 4 0 5 3 . 6 6  56 . 9 4 
Department 
** 
Chinese N 0 4 1 8  2 7  4 9  3 8 . 2 7  
% 0 8 . 1 6 3 6 . 7 3  5 5 . 1 0  2 2 . 6 9 
Eng l i s h  N 0 4 1 0  2 4  3 8  3 4 . 8 4  
** 
% 0 1 0 . 5 3  26 . 3 2  6 3 . 1 6 1 7 . 5 9 
Ma t h  N 2 2 1 5  20 39 2 5 . 9 2  
** 
% 5 . 1 3 5 . 1 3 3 8 . 4 6 5 1 . 2 8 1 8 . 0 6 
Indu s t r i a l  N 1 5 7 
** 
1 9  3 2  2 2 . 5 0  
Edu c a t i on % 3 . 1 3 1 5 . 6 3  2 1 . 8 8 5 9 . 3 8 1 4 . 8 1 
Educa t ion N 2 2 3 
* 
1 0  1 7  1 0 . 5 3 
% 1 1 .  7 6  1 1 . 7 6 1 7 . 6 5  5 8 . 8 2  7 . 8 7  
Chemis try N 0 1 6 1 4  2 1  2 3 . 3 8  
** 
% 0 4 . 7 6 2 8 . 5 7  6 6 . 6 7 9 . 7 2 
Phy s i c s  N 0 6 7 7 2 0  6 . 8 0  
% 0 3 0 . 00 3 5 . 00 3 5 . 0 0 9 . 2 6 
* 
** 
p <  . 0 5  p <  . 0 1  
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x 2 
Two 
Factors 
4 . 0 3  
2 6 . 4 8  
3 3  
Table 7 
Quest ion 2 :  Which seme s te r  woul d  be the proper time for pra c t i ce 
teaching? 
Op t i ons x2 
Respondent N Total 
& ( 1 ) ( 2) ( 3) ( 4) 
Group % F a l l  Spring Fal l Spring One Two 
I I I I 
Junior Junior Senior Senior Factor Factors 
Number o f  
Students 
** 
2 0 - 3 9  N 0 7 1 0  1 4  3 1  1 3 . 5 2  
% 0 2 2 . 5 8 3 2 . 2 6 4 5 . 1 6  1 4 . 35 
4 0 - 4 5  N 2 5 2 2  4 7  7 6  6 7 . 2 6  
*
*
 
% 2 . 6 3  6 . 58 2 8 . 9 5 6 1 . 8 4 3 5 . 1 8 
*
*
 
3 1 .  2 1  
4 6 - 4 8  N 1 2 1 6  1 7  3 6  2 5 . 1 1  
% 2 . 78 5 . 5 6 4 4 . 4 4 4 7 . 2 2 1 6 . 6 7  
4 9  plus N 1 6 2 4  4 2  7 3  5 7 . 2 5  
** 
% 1 . 37 8 . 2 2  3 2 . 8 8  5 7 . 5 3 3 3 . 80 
Type o f  
Class 
** 
Bisexual N 2 8 2 2  2 5  5 7  2 5 . 6 0  
Class % 3 . 5 1 1 4 . 0 4 3 8 . 6 0  4 3 . 8 6 2 6 . 3 9 
** 
5 . 8 9  
Unisexual N 2 1 3  4 7  9 7  1 5 9 1 3 7 . 6 3 
Class % 1 . 2 6 8 . 1 8 2 9 . 5 6 6 1 . 0 1  7 3 . 6 1  
Grade of 
Class 
** 
7th Grade N 2 8 3 1  5 6  9 7  7 4 . 7 5  
% 2 . 06 8 . 2 5 3 1 . 96 5 7 . 7 3  4 4 . 9 1  
8th Grade N 2 1 1  3 4  6 1  1 0 8  7 7 . 26 
** 
% 1 . 8 5  1 0 . 1 9  3 1 . 4 8 5 6 . 4 8  5 0 . 00 6 . 0 3 
9 t h  Grade N 0 3 5 3 1 1  4 . 6 4  
% 0 2 7 . 2 7  4 5 . 4 5  2 7 . 2 7 5 . 0 9  
* 
p< . 0 5 
** 
p <  . 0 1  
* *  
RESULTS FOR QUESTION 3 :  WHAT TYPE OF ARRANGEMENT OF TIME 
CONCERNING PRACTICE TEACHING WOULD BE PROPER? 
The resu l ts of t h i s  que s t i on a re prese n ted i n  
Tables 8 a nd 9 .  As indica ted i n  Table 8 ,  nearly 7 8  % of 
the subjects preferred " three consecu t i ve weeks"  a s  the 
proper type o f  a rrangement of t ime concer n i n g  practice 
teach i n g ,  w h i l e  abou t 1 2  % prefe rred " d i s t r i bu t ion 
w i thin a seme ster , "  and abou t 8 % p re ferred " two 
separate pe r i ods w i th one week ' s  i n terval . "  These 
op i n i ons were found to be s i gn i f icantly d i f f erent ( x2 = 
3 2 4 . 7 0 ,  d f =  3 ,  p< . 0 1  ) .  There was no s i g n i f icant 
d i f ference between ma le and fema l e  responses ( x2 = 3 . 6 9 ,  
df=  3 ,  p >  . OS ) .  
While there were some d i f ferences of o p i n i ons 
between depa rtmen t s ,  most of the subjects i n d i ca ted a 
preference for " t hree consecu t i ve week s . "  The 
d i f ference of opin ions among a l l  depa r tments was not 
s i g n i f i c a n t  ( x2 = 2 6 . 3 8 ,  df= 1 8 ,  p> . OS ) .  
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Accord i n g  t o  the Table 9 ,  mos t sub j e c t s  i n  each 
group o f  d i f ferent c la sses i nd i ca ted tha t " three 
conse cutive week s "  was the proper type of pract ice 
teaching a r ra ngemen ts . The op i n i on s  were not s i g n i f i ca n t  
d i fferent among these four groups ( x2= 5 . 8 6 ,  df=  9 ,  
3 5  
p >  . 0 5  ) .  
The opin ions of the subjects who p a r t i c ipa ted i n  
d i f ferent types of classes were not s ta t i s t i cally 
s i g n i f i ca n t ( x2 = 5 . 9 5 ,  df= 3 ,  p >  . 0 5  ) . There were also 
no s i gn i f i ca n t  s t a t i s t i c a l  d i f f e rences i n  the op i n i ons o f  
subje c t s  who taught i n  seve n t h ,  e i gh t h ,  a nd n i n t h  grade s 
c x2 = 1 . 1 1 ,  d f =  6 ,  p> . 0 5  ) .  
Table 8 
Que s t ion 3 :  Wha t type of a rrangement of t i me conce r n i n g  
practice teaching would be proper? 
Op t i ons 
Respondent N To t a l  
& ( 1) ( 2 )  ( 3) ( 4 )  
Group % Three Two Three D i s t r i - One 
con sec- sepa- sepa- bu t i on 
u t i ve rate rate w i t h i n  Factor 
weeks pe r i ods weeks a 
w i t h  w i t h  semes ter 
one i n terva l s  
week ' s  between 
i n terval each 
week 
All N 1 6 8  1 8  5 2 5  2 1 6  3 2 4 . 7 0 
** 
% 7 7 . 7 8 8 . 3 3 2 . 3 1  1 1 . 58 1 0 0 . 0 0 
Sex 
** 
Male N 7 1  9 4 9 9 3  1 3 1 . 4 7 
% 7 6 . 34 9 . 6 8 4 . 30 9 . 68 4 3 . 0 6 
Fema le N 9 7  9 1 16  1 2 3  1 9 3 . 9 8 
** 
% 78 . 8 6 7 . 3 2  . 8 1 1 3 . 0 1  5 6 . 9 4  
Department 
** 
Chi nese N 37 6 2 4 4 9  6 7 . 3 3  
% 7 5 . 5 1  1 2 . 2 4 4 . 0 8  8 . 1 6 2 2 . 6 9  
Engl i s h  N 3 3  1 0 4 3 8  7 8 . 4 2  
** 
% 8 6 . 84 2 . 6 3  0 1 0 . 5 3  1 7 . 5 9 
M a t h  N 3 4  2 1 2 3 9  8 0 . 4 9  
** 
% 8 7 . 1 8  5 . 1 3 2 . 5 6 5 . 1 3 1 8 . 06 
Indu s t r i a l  N 27 2 0 3 3 2  6 0 . 7 5  
*
*
 
Educa t i on % 8 4 . 3 8 6 . 2 5  0 9 . 38 1 4 . 8 2  
Educa t i on N 1 1  3 0 3 1 7  1 5 . 7 1  
** 
% 6 4 . 7 1  1 7 . 6 5  0 1 7 . 6 5  7 . 8 7 
Che m i s try N 1 2  2 2 5 2 1  1 2 . 7 1  
** 
% 5 7 . 1 4  9 . 5 2 9 . 5 2  2 3 . 8 1  9 . 7 2 
Phy s i c s  N 1 2  2 0 6 2 0  1 6 . 8 0  
** 
% 6 0 . 0 0 1 0 . 0 0  0 3 0 . 0 0 9 . 2 6  
* 
p <  . 0 5  
*
*
 
p <  . 0 1  
36 
x2 
Two 
Factors 
3 . 6 9  
2 6 . 3 8  
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Table 9 
Que s t i on 3 :  Wha t type of a rrangement of t i me conce rning pract ice 
teaching would be proper? 
Op tions x2 
Respondent N To t a l  
& ( 1) ( 2) ( 3 ) ( 4 ) 
Group % Three Two Three D i s t r i - One Two 
con sec- sepa- sepa- bu t i on 
u t i ve rate ra te w i t h i n  Fac tor Factors 
weeks pe r i od s  weeks a 
w i t h  w i t h  sernes ter 
one i n terva ls 
week ' s  between 
i n te rval each 
week 
Number o f  
S tudents * *  
2 0 - 3 9  N 2 5  4 0 2 3 1  5 2 . 2 3  
% 8 0 . 6 5  1 2 . 9 0 0 6 . 4 5  1 4 . 35 
4 0 - 4 5  N 5 9  5 3 9 76 1 1 3 . 2 6 
* *  
% 7 7 . 6 3 6 . 5 8 3 . 9 5  1 1 . 8 4  3 5 . 1 8  
* *  5 . 8 6  
4 6 - 4 8  N 2 5  3 1 7 3 6  4 0 . 00 
% 6 9 . 4 4  8 . 3 3  2 . 7 8 1 9 . 4 4  1 6 . 6 7 
4 9  plus N 5 8  6 1 8 73 1 1 6 . 8 6  
* *  
% 7 9 . 4 5 8 . 2 2 1 . 37 1 0 . 96 3 3 . 80 
Type of 
Class * *  
B i s e xual N 4 1  4 3 9 5 7  6 8 . 4 0  
Class % 7 1 . 9 3 7 . 0 2  5 . 26 1 5 . 7 9 2 6 . 39 
* *  5 . 9 5  
Uni sexual N 1 2 7  1 3  1 1 8  1 5 9  2 5 9 . 1 9  
Class % 7 9 . 87 8 . 1 8 • 63 1 1 . 3 2 7 3 . 6 1  
Grade of 
Class * *  
7 t h  Grade N 7 9  7 1 1 0  9 7  1 6 6 . 5 5  
% 8 1 .  4 4  7 . 2 2  1 . 0 3  1 0 . 3 1  4 4 . 9 1  
8 t h  Grade N 7 7  1 2  4 1 5  1 0 8  1 2 5 . 8 5
* *  
% 7 1 . 3 0 1 1 . 1 1  3 . 7 0  1 3 . 8 9 5 0 . 00 7 . 1 1 
9 t h  Grade N 1 1  0 0 0 1 1  3 3 . 0 0  
* *  
% 1 0 0 . 00 0 0 0 5 . 09 
* 
p <  . 0 5  
* *  
p <  . 0 1  
Area ! ! - -S tuden ts ' Fee l in g s  About 
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RESULTS FOR QUESTION 4 :  HOW WAS THE PRINCIPAL ' S  ATTITUDE 
TO YOU? 
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The resu l ts for t h i s  question a re presented i n  Tables 
1 0  and 1 1 .  
A s  i nd i ca ted in Table 1 0 ,  nearly 6 0  % o f  the 
subjects ra ted the p r i n c i pa l ' s  a t t i t ude as "ea rne s t , " 
w h i le approximately 2 4  % rated "very earne s t . "  About 
16 % of the subjects con s i dered the a t t i tude of principal 
to be "apathe t i c . "  The d i f ference tha t e x i s ted among 
these op i n i ons was s i gn i f i cant ( x2 = 1 6 3 . 6 7 ,  df=  3 ,  p <  
• 0 1  ) • 
More than one-ha l f  o f  ma le and female subjects rated 
the principa l ' s  a t t i tude a s  "ea rnes t . "  The op i n i ons 
between ma le and fema l e  subjects were n o t  s i gn i f icantly 
d i f ferent ( x2= 2 . 6 5 ,  d f =  3 ,  p >  . 0 5  ) .  
Further examina tion o f  respondents for each depa r tment 
who ra ted the principa l ' s  a t t i tude reve a led t ha t  the 
sub j e c t s  o f  every depa r tmen t had s i gn i f i ca n t l y  d i f ferent 
op i n i on s .  Except for Ma thema t i cs and Industr i a l  
Educa t i o n ,  more than a ha l f  o f  sub jects o f  each 
depa rtme n t  ra ted t ha t  the p r i nc i pal ' s  a t t i tude a s  
"earnes t . "  The d i f ference among each depa rtment was 
s i g n i f i cant ( x2 = 4 5 . 0 9 , d f =  1 8 ,  p< • 0 1 ) .  
The op i n ions of subjects who ta ught i n  d i f ferent 
k i nds of clas ses are presented in Table 1 1 .  No 
s i gn i f icant d i f ference e x i s ted among these four groups 
( x2 = 1 4 . 3 3 ,  df=  9 ,  p> . 0 5 ) .  There were also n o  
s i g n i f i ca n t  d i f ferences i n  the ra t i ngs o f  subjects who 
taught in b i se xual and u n i sexua l  c lasses ( x2 = 6 . 9 0 ,  d f =  
3 ,  p> . 0 5  ) .  
Mos t of the subjects who ta ught i n  g rades seve n ,  
e i gh t ,  and n i ne tended t o  rate " earnest"  as t he i r  
percep t i ons conce rning the principa l ' s  a t t i tude . The 
op i n i ons among these three groups d i d  not have 
s i gn i f icant di f ference ( x2 = 8 . 9 6 ,  df=  6 ,  p> . 0 5  ) .  
39 
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Table 1 0  
Quest ion 4 :  How was t he Principa l ' s  a t t i tude to you? 
Op t i ons x2 
Respondent N Tota l 
& ( 1) ( 2) ( 3 ) ( 4 ) 
Group % Very e a rne s t  Apa- Neg- One Two 
earnest t he t i c  l i ge n t  
Factor Factors 
A l l  N 5 2  1 2 9  3 4  1 2 1 6  1 6 3 . 6 7  
** 
% 2 4 . 0 8 5 9 . 7 2  1 5 . 7 4  . 4 6 100 . 00 
Sex 
** 
Male N 2 6  5 1  1 6  0 9 3  5 8 . 9 6  
% 27 . 96 5 4 . 8 4 1 7 .  20 0 4 3 . 0 6  
** 
2 . 6 5 
Female N 2 6  7 8  1 8  1 1 2 3  1 0 7 . 4 1  
% 2 1 . 1 3  6 3 . 4 1  1 4 . 6 3  . 8 1 5 6 . 94 
Depar tment 
** 
Chinese N 10 3 0  9 0 4 9  3 9 . 2 4  
% 2 0 . 4 1  6 1 . 2 2 1 8 . 3 7 0 2 2 . 6 9 
Eng l i s h  N 6 2 8  4 
** 
0 3 8  50 . 0 0  
% 1 5 . 7 9 7 3 . 6 8  1 0 . 5 3  0 17 . 5 9 
Math N 1 7  1 9  3 0 3 9  2 8 . 5 9  
*
*
 
% 4 3 . 5 9 4 8 . 7 2 7 . 69 0 1 8 . 0 6 
Indu s t r i a l  N 4 1 5  1 3  0 3 2  1 9 . 2 5  
*
*
 
Edu ca t ion % 1 2 . 5 0 4 6 . 88 4 0  6 3  0 1 4 . 8 1  
** 
** 
4 5 . 0 9 
Educa t ion N 5 1 2  0 0 1 7  2 2 . 7 6  
% 2 9 . 4 1 7 0 . 59 0 0 7 . 8 7 
Chem i stry N 6 1 3  2 0 2 1  
** 
1 8 . 8 1  
% 28 . 5 7  6 1 . 9 0 9 . 5 2 0 9 . 72 
Phys ics N 3 1 5  1 1 2 0  27 . 2 0 
** 
% 1 5 . 0 0 7 5 . 0 0 5 . 0 0 5 . 00 9 . 26 
* 
p < . 0 5  
** 
p <  . 0 1  
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Table 1 1  
Que s t ion 4 :  How was the P r i n c i pa l ' s  a t t i tude t o  you? 
-
Op t i ons x2 
Respondent N Total 
& ( 1 ) ( 2) ( 3) ( 4) 
Group % Very Ear n e s t  Apa- Neg- One Two 
earnest thetic  l i ge n t  
Factor Fac tors 
Number o f  
S tudents 
** 
2 0 - 3 9  N 4 1 7  1 0  0 3 1  2 1 . 2 6 
% 1 2 . 9 0 5 4 . 8 4 3 2 . 26 0 1 4 . 3 5  
*
*
 
4 0 - 4 5  N 2 1  4 8  7 0 7 6  7 1 .  0 5  
% 2 7 . 6 3  6 3 . 1 6  9 . 2 1 0 3 5 . 1 8 
** 
1 4 . 3 3  
4 6 - 4 8  N 6 2 4  6 0 3 6  3 6 . 0 0 
% 1 6 . 6 7  6 6 . 6 7  1 6 . 67 0 1 6 . 6 7 
4 9  plus N 2 2  3 9  1 1  1 7 3  4 3 . 5 5  
*
*
 
% 3 0 . 1 4 5 3 . 4 2  1 5 . 07 1 . 37 3 3 . 8 0 
Type of 
Class 
** 
B i sexual N 1 5  3 9  3 0 5 7  6 6 . 1 6  
Class % 26 . 3 2  6 8 . 4 2  5 . 26 0 26 . 3 9 
** 
6 . 9 0  
Unise xua l N 37 9 0  3 1  1 1 59 1 0 3 . 4 2  
Class % 2 3 . 2 7 5 6 . 6 0  1 9 . 5 0  • 6 3 7 3 . 6 1  
Grade o f  
Class 
** 
7 t h  Grade N 3 2  5 3  1 2  0 9 7  6 7 .  0 0· 
% 3 2 . 9 9  5 4 . 6 4  1 2 . 3 7 0 4 4 . 9 1  
** 
8 t h  Grade N 2 0  6 9  1 8  1 1 0 8  9 5 . 1 9  
% 1 8 . 5 2  6 3 . 8 9  1 6 . 6 7 . 9 3  5 0 . 0 0 8 . 9 6 
9 t h  Grade N 1 7 3 0 1 1  1 0 . 4 5 
* 
% 9 . 1 0 6 3 . 6 4  2 7 . 2 7 0 5 . 09 
* 
*
*
 
p <  . 0 5  p< . 0 1  
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RESULTS FOR QUESTION S :  HOW WAS THE ATTITUDE YOU RECEIVED 
FROM THE DEAN OF STUDIES? 
The resu l t s  for t h i s  question a re presented i n  
Tables 1 2  and 1 3 .  A s  indica ted i n  Table 1 2 ,  nearly 6 3  % 
of the subjects ra ted the a t ti tude of the dean of studies 
a s  ea rnest , while near l y  2 2  % rated him a s  " v e ry earnes t "  
and about 1 4  % ra ted h i m  a s  " apathe t i c . "  The d i f f er-ence 
among these opinions was s ig n i f i cant ( x2 = 1 8 5 . 3 0 ,  d f =  3 ,  
p< . 0 1 ) . 
More than three-f i f ths o f  male and female subjects 
rated the dean of studies a s  " earne s t . "  There was no 
s i gn i f i cant d i f ference between the r a t i n g s  of males and 
fema les ( x2= 2 . 0 3 ,  d f =  3 ,  p> . O S  ) .  
Most of the subje c ts i n  each depar tmen t except the 
Department o f  Indu s tr i a l  Educa tion r a ted the dean o f  
studies a s  "ea rnes t . "  The opinions among the 
departments did not have s i g n i f i cant d i f ference ( x2 = 
2 7 . 0 2 ,  d f =  1 8 ,  p> . O S  ) .  
As indica ted i n  Table 1 3 ,  most subjects i n  d i f ferent 
s i zed classes perceived tha t  the a t t i tude of the dean of 
s tudies was " earnes t . "  There were no s i gn i f i cant 
d i f f e rence s in the ratings among these groups ( x2= 
1 5 . 5 0 ,  d f =  9 ,  p >  . 0 5 ) .  
More than three-f i f ths o f  the sub jects who 
partic ipated i n  d i f f e ren t types o f  classes consi dered 
tha t a t t i tude of the dea n o f  s tudies was " ea rne s t . "  
There was no s i g n i f i can t d i f ference between these two 
groups ( x2 = 2 . 2 5 ,  d f =  3 ,  p> . 0 5 ) .  
4 3  
Most o f  the subjects who taught i n  grades seve n ,  
e i gh t ,  and n i n e  ra ted t he a t t i tude of t he dean o f  s tudies 
as " e a rnes t . "  There was no s i gn i f icant d i f f e rence in 
the ra t i ngs among these groups ( x2= 6 . 0 4 ,  d f =  6 ,  p> . 0 5 ) .  
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Table 1 2  
Que s t ion 5 :  How was the a t t i tude you rece i ved from the Dean of 
Studies? 
Respondent N 
Group 
All  
Sex 
Male 
Fema le 
Depa r tme n t  
Chinese 
Eng l i s h  
Math 
Indu s t r i a l  
Educa t i on 
Educa t i on 
Chem i s t r y  
Phy s i cs 
* 
& 
% 
N 
% 
N 
% 
N 
% 
N 
% 
N 
% 
N 
% 
N 
% 
N 
% 
N 
% 
N 
% 
p <  . 0 5  
( 1} 
Very 
earnest 
4 7  
2 1 . 7 6 
2 2  
2 3 . 6 6  
25 
2 0 . 3 3  
1 2  
2 4 . 4 9 
6 
1 5 . 7 8 
1 3  
3 3 . 3 3  
4 
1 2 . 5 0 
3 
1 7 . 6 5 
7 
3 3 . 3 3  
1 
5 . 0 0  
** 
Options 
(2) (3) (4) 
Earne s t  Apa- Neg ­
the t i c  l i gent 
1 3 9  3 1  2 
62 . 9 6 1 4 . 3 5 
• 93 
59 12 0 
6 3 . 4 4 1 2 . 9 0 0 
7 7  19 2 
6 2 . 6 0  1 5 . 4 5 1 . 6 3 
3 0  6 1 
6 1 . 2 2 1 2 . 24 2 . 0 4  
2 8  4 0 
7 3 . 6 8 1 0 . 5 3 0 
2 3  3 0 
5 8 . 9 7 7 . 69 0 
1 6  1 1  1 
5 0 . 0 0 34 . 4 8 3 . 1 3  
1 2  2 0 
7 0 . 5 9  1 1 . 7 6  0 
1 3  1 0 
6 1 . 90 4 . 7 6  0 
1 5  4 0 
7 5 . 00 2 0 . 00 0 
p <  . 0 1  
Total 
2 1 6  
1 0 0 . 0 0 
9 3  
4 3 . 0 6 
1 2 3  
56 . 94 
4 9  
2 2 . 6 9 
3 8  
1 7 . 5 9  
3 9  
1 8 . 06 
3 2  
1 4 . 8 1 
1 7  
7 . 8 7 
2 1  
9 . 7 2  
2 0  
9 . 2 6 
x2 
One Two 
Fac tor Factors 
1 8 5 . 3 0  
** 
* *  
8 3 . 7 3  
1 0 2 . 0 1  
** 
2 . 0 3  
3 9 . 2 4  
** 
5 0 . 0 0  
* *  
3 3 . 5 1  
** 
1 7 . 2 5 
** 
** 
2 7 . 0 2  
1 9 . 9 4  
2 0 . 7 1  
** 
2 8 . 4 0  
** 
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Table 1 3  
Question 5 :  How was the a t t i tude you recei ved from the Dean o f  
Studies? 
Op tions x2 
Respondent N Tota l 
& ( 1) ( 2 ) ( 3) ( 4) 
Group % Very Earn e s t  Apa- Neg- One Two 
earnest t he t i c  l i gent 
Factor Factors 
Number of 
Students * *  2 0 - 3 9  N 4 1 6  1 0  1 3 1  1 7 . 1 3  
% 1 2 . 9 0 5 1 . 6 1 3 2 . 26 3 . 2 3  1 4 . 3 5 
4 0 - 4 5  N 1 5  5 2  8 1 7 6  8 1 .  5 8  
* *  
% 1 9 . 7 4 6 8 . 4 2  1 0 . 5 3 1 . 3 2 3 5 . 1 8  
* *  1 5 . 5 0  4 6 - 4 8  N 7 25 4 0 3 6  4 0 . 6 7 
% 1 9 . 4 4  6 9 . 4 4  1 1 . 1 1 0 1 6 . 6 7 
4 9  plus N 2 1  4 3  9 0 7 3  5 6 . 9 2  
* *  
% 2 8 . 7 7  5 8 . 9 0  1 2 . 3 3  0 3 3 . 8 0 
Type of 
Class * *  B i sexual N 1 5  3 6  6 0 5 7  5 2 . 2 6 
Class % 26 . 3 2 6 3 . 1 6  1 0 . 5 3  0 2 6 . 39 
* *  2 . 2 5 Uni sexual N 32 1 0 0  2 5  2 1 5 9  1 34 . 1 6 
Class % 2 0 . 1 3 6 2 . 8 9 1 5 . 72 1 . 2 6 7 3 . 6 1  
Grade o f  
Class * *  7 t h  Grade N 2 6  6 0  1 0  1 9 7  8 3 . 4 9  
% 26 . 8 0 6 1 . 8 6  1 0 . 3 1 1 . 0 3 4 4 . 9 1  
8 th Grade N 1 9  6 9  1 9  1 1 08 9 5 . 1 1  
** 
% 1 7 . 5 9  6 3 . 8 9  1 7 . 5 9 . 9 3  5 0 . 0 0 6 . 0 4  
9 t h  Grade N 1 7 3 0 1 1  1 0 . 4 5 * 
% 9 . 1 0 6 3 . 6 4 2 7 .  27 0 5 . 0 9  
* * *  
p< . 0 5  p < . 0 1  
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RESULTS FOR QUESTION 6 :  HOW WAS THE ATTITUDE YOU RECEIVED 
FROM THE DEAN OF STUDENTS? 
The resu l ts for this  que s t i on a re presented i n  
Tables 1 4  and 1 5 .  
As indicated i n  Table 1 4 ,  nearly 6 3  % o f  the 
subjects r a ted "earnes t "  as t he i r  perception concerning 
the a t t i tude of the dean of s t udents , w h i l e  over 1 8  % 
rated him a s  " very earnes t ; "  over 1 8  % o f  the subjects 
also ra ted the dean of s tudents a s  " apathet i c . "  These 
opi n ions had s i gn i f i cant s t a t i s t i ca l  d i f ference ( x2= 
1 8 4 . 3 3 ,  d f =  3 ,  p < . 0 1  ) .  
The most freque n t  r a t i ng of the dean o f  s tudents by 
subjects was "ea rne st . "  There were no s i g n i f i cant 
d i f f erence between male a nd f emale ra t i ng s  ( x2=4 . 1 6 ,  d f =  
3 ,  p >  . 0 5  ) .  
A l t hough a l l  depa r tments expressed some d i f ferences 
of opi n i on on this que s t i on ,  the d i f ference of 
opinion s  among t he depa rtments was not s i gn i f i ca n t  ( x 2= 
2 6 . 0 1 ,  df= l 8 ,  p >  . 0 5 ) .  
As i nd i ca ted i n  Table 1 5 ,  the subjects who taught i n  
d i f ferent ca lsses w i th va r ious numbers o f  s tudents had 
s i gn i f i ca n t l y  d i f f erent opin i ons conce rning the a t t i tude 
of the dea n o f  s tudents , a l though most sub j e c ts i n  ea ch 
g roup selec ted "earnes t . "  The ra t i ngs among these four 
groups were not sign i f i cantly d i f ferent ( x2 = 1 4 . 8 0 ,  d f =  
9 ,  p >  . 0 5  ) .  
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The op i n i ons tha t e x i s ted i n  the subjects who 
pa r t i c ipated in di f ferent types of classes had s i gn i ficant 
d i f ference respe c t i ve ly ,  but most o f  them ra ted "earne s t "  
a s  the i r  perception con cerning the a t t i tude o f  the 
dean of s tudents . The opi n i on s  between these two groups 
were not s i g n i f icantly d i f f e rent ( x2= 3 . 8 2 ,  d f =  3 ,  p >  
. 0 5  } .  
Most o f  the subjects who taught i n  d i f f e re n t  grades 
gave the dean of s tuden t s  a rating of "earne s t . "  
Although these three groups had s i gn i f i ca n t l y  d i f f ere nt 
op in ions respect ively , there were no s i gn i f i cant 
d i f ferences among these groups ( x2 = 5 . 5 9 ,  d f =  6 ,  p> . 0 5 }.  
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Table 1 4  
Que s t i on 6 :  How wa s the a t t i tude you rece ived from the Dean o f  
Students? 
Opt ions x2 
Responde n t  N Total 
& ( 1) ( 2) ( 3) ( 4 ) 
Group % Very E a rn e s t  Apa - Neg- One Two 
earnest the t ic l igent  
Factor Factors 
All N 4 0  1 3 6 3 9  1 2 1 6  1 8 4 . 3 3  
* *  
% 1 8 . 5 2  6 2 . 9 6  1 8 . 0 6  . 4 6  1 0 0 . 0 0  
Sex 
* *  
Male N 2 2  5 3  1 8  0 9 3  6 2 . 5 7  
% 2 3 . 6 6 5 6 . 9 9  1 9 . 3 5 0 4 3 . 06 
*
*
 
4 . 1 6 
Female N 1 8  8 3  2 1  1 1 2 3  1 2 5 . 9 4  
% 1 4 . 6 3 6 7 . 4 8  1 7 . 07 . 8 1  5 6 . 9 4  
Depa r tmen t  
* *  
Chinese N 8 3 3  7 1 4 9  4 9 . 20 
% 1 6 . 3 3  6 7 . 3 5  1 4 . 29 2 . 0 4  2 2 . 6 9 
Engl i s h  N 5 2 7 . 6 0 3 8  4 5 . 1 6  
** 
% 1 3 . 1 6 7 1 . 0 5  1 5 . 7 9 0 1 7 . 5 9 
Math N 1 4  2 1  4 0 39 2 7 . 9 7  
* *  
% 3 5 . 9 0  5 3 . 8 5  1 0 . 26 0 1 8 . 0 6 
Indus t r i a l  N 4 1 6  1 2  0 3 2  2 0 . 0 0  
*
*
 
Edu c a t ion % 1 2 . 50 5 0 . 0 0 3 7 . 50 0 1 4 . 8 1  
*
*
 
2 6 . 0 1  
Educa t i on N 2 1 2  3 0 1 7  1 9 . 9 4  
% 1 1 . 7 6  7 0 . 5 9  1 7 . 6 5  0 7 . 8 7 
Chem i s t ry N 6 1 2  3 
* *  
0 2 1  1 5 . 0 0  
% 2 8 . 5 7 57 . 1 4  1 4 . 2 9  0 9 . 7 2 
Phys i c s  N 1 1 5  4 0 2 0  2 8 . 4 0  
** 
% 5 . 00 7 5 . 0 0  2 0 . 0 0  0 9 . 2 6 
* 
p <  . 0 5 
** 
p <  . 0 1  
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Table 1 5  
Quest ion 6 :  How was the a t t i tude you rec e i ved f rom the Dean o f  
S tudents? 
Opti ons x2 
Respondent N Tot a l  
& ( 1 )  ( 2 )  ( 3 )  ( 4) 
Group % Very Earnest Apa- Neg- One Two 
earnest the tic  l i gent 
Fa ctor Factors 
Number of 
Students * *  
2 0 - 3 9  N 4 1 6  1 0  1 3 1  1 7 . 1 3  
% 1 2 . 9 0  5 1 .  6 1  3 2 . 2 6 3 . 23 1 4 . 3 5 
4 0 - 4 5  N 1 3  5 0  1 3  0 7 6  7 3 . 3 7  
* *  
% 1 7 . 1 1  6 5 . 7 9 1 7 . 1 1  0 3 5 . 1 8 
* *  1 4 . 8 0  
4 6 - 4 8  N 5 2 7  4 0 3 6  4 9 . 5 6  
% 1 3 . 8 9  7 5 . 0 0 1 1 . 1 1 0 1 6 . 6 7  
4 9  plus N 18 4 3  1 2  0 7 3  5 3 . 9 6 
* *  
% 2 4 . 6 6 5 8 . 9 0  1 6 . 4 4 0 3 3 . 8 0 
Type of 
Class * *  
B i sexual N 1 0  4 1  6 0 5 7  7 0 . 5 1  
Class % 1 7 . 54 7 1 .  9 3  8 . 22 0 2 6 . 3 9  
* *  3 . 8 2  
Uni sexual N 3 0  9 5  3 3  1 1 5 9  1 1 8 . 1 1  
Class % 1 8 . 8 7  5 9 . 7 5  2 0 . 7 5 . 6 3  7 3 . 6 1  
Grade of 
Class ** 
7 t h  Grade N 20 6 4  1 3  0 9 7  9 5 . 3 7  
% 2 0 . 6 2  6 5 . 9 8  1 3 . 4 0 0 4 4 . 9 1  
8 t h  Grade N 1 8  6 8  2 1  1 1 0 8  9 1 .  6 3  
* *  
% 1 6 . 6 7 6 2 . 9 6  1 9 . 44 . 9 3  5 0 . 0 0 5 . 5 9 
9 t h  Grade N 1 6 4 0 1 1  8 . 2 1 * 
% 9 . 09 5 4 . 5 5 3 6 . 3 6 0 5 . 09 
* * *  
p <  . 0 5 p <  . 0 1 
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RESULTS FOR QUESTION 7 :  HOW WAS THE ATTITUDE YOU RECEIVED 
FROM THE CLASS TEACHERS? 
The resu l t s  for t h i s  ques t ion a re presen ted i n  
Tables 1 6  and 1 7 .  
A s  indica ted i n  Table 1 6 ,  over 6 8  % o f  the subjects 
ra ted the a t t i tude o f  the class teachers a s  "earnes t , " 
while over 2 2  % rated teachers a s  "very earnes t . " Less 
than 1 0  % of the subjects ra ted the a t t i tude of the class 
teachers as "apathe t i c . "  The d i f f erence t h a t  e x i s ted 
among t hese op i n i ons wa s s i gn i f icant ( x2 = 2 3 5 . 0 0 ,  df= 3 ,  
p <  . 0 1  ) .  
The r a t i n g  of male and female subjects were 
s i gn i f i cantly d i f feren t ,  but more than three -f i f ths o f  
the males and nearly three qua rters o f  t he fema les rated 
the teachers a s  "ea rnes t . " The op i n i ons between ma le 
and female were not s i gn i f icantly di f fe re n t ( x2 = 3 . 74 ,  
df= 3 ,  p >  . 0 5  ) .  
The r a t ings o f  teachers by the subjects of each 
depa r tment were s i g n i f i c a n t ,  w i th the r a t ing of " earne s t "  
be ing t h a t  mos t  frequen tly gi ven . The d i f fe rences among 
the depa r tments were not s i g n i f i ca n t  ( x2 = 1 5 . 6 7 ,  df= 1 8 ,  
p> . 0 5 ) .  
As i nd i ca ted i n  Ta ble 1 7 ,  there were s i g n i f icantly 
di f ferent op i n i ons conce rning the a t t i tude o f  the class 
teache rs i n  each group of d i f ferent s i zed c a l sses , w i t h  
the predom inant rating be ing "ea rne s t . " N o  s i gn i f i cant 
d i f ference e x i s ted among the four groups ( x2 = 5 . 3 5 ,  d f =  
9 ,  p >  . 0 5  } .  
Ra t ings of teachers f rom subj ects taught i n  bo t h  
bisexua l  and unisexual c l a s se s  were s i gn i f i cantly 
d i f f e re n t .  More than two-thi rds of t he subjects of both 
groups perce i ved that the a t t i tude of the c lass 
teachers was "earne s t . " There were no s i g n i f icantly 
d i f ferent opinions between these two groups ( x2 = 2 . 8 0 ,  
df=  3 ,  p >  . 0 5  ) . 
5 1  
R a t i n g  o f  teachers by subjects w ho taught i n  each 
grade were s i g n i ficantly d i f f e ren t .  More than two-thirds 
of sub j e c t s  of each group tended to ra te " e a rnes t" a s  
the i r  perce p t i on conce r n i n g  t h e  a t t i t ude o f  the class 
teache r s .  The opinion s  among these three groups were not 
s i gni f i ca n t  ( x2= 8 . 0 1 ,  d f =  6 ,  p> . 0 5  } .  
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Table 1 6  
Ques t i o n  7 :  How was the a t t i tude you rece i ved f rom t he class 
teachers? 
Opti ons x2 
Respondent N Total 
& ( 1} ( 2} ( 3) ( 4} 
Group % Very Earne s t  Apa- Neg- One Two 
earnes t the t i c  l i gent 
FActor Factors 
A l l  N 4 8  1 4 7 2 1  0 2 1 6  2 3 5 . 00 
* *  
% 2 2 . 2 2 6 8 . 0 6 9 . 7 2  0 1 00 .  0 0  
S e x  * *  Male N 2 4  5 7  1 2  0 9 3  7 7 . 7 1  
% 2 5 . 8 1  6 1 . 2 9  1 2 . 90 0 4 3 . 0 6  
* *  3 . 7 4  Female N 2 4  9 0  9 0 1 2 3  1 6 1 . 7 8  
% 1 9 . 5 1  7 3 . 1 7 7 . 32 0 5 6 . 9 4  
Department * *  Chinese N 1 3  3 5  1 0 4 9  6 4 . 8 8  
% 2 6 . 5 3  7 1 . 4 3 2 . 0 4  0 2 2 . 6 9  
Eng l i s h  N 7 2 8  3 0 3 8  5 0 . 6 3  
* *  
% 1 8 . 4 2  7 3 . 6 8 7 . 8 9 0 1 7 . 5 9  
Ma t h  N 9 2 4  6 0 39 3 2 . 0 8  
* *  
% 2 3 . 0 8 6 1 . 5 4  1 5 . 3 8 0 1 8 . 0 6 
Indu s t r i a l  N 7 1 9  6 
* *  
0 3 2  2 3 . 7 5  
Education % 2 1 .  8 8  5 9 . 38 1 8 . 75 0 1 4 . 8 1  
* *  1 5 . 6 7  Educa t i on N 2 1 5  0 0 1 7  3 6 . 8 8 
% 1 1 . 7 6  8 8 . 2 4 0 0 7 . 8 7  
Chem i s try N 4 1 6  1 0 2 1  3 1 . 0 0  
* *  
% 1 9 . 0 5  7 6 . 1 9  4 . 7 6 0 9 . 7 2 
Phy s i c s  N 5 1 1  4 0 2 0  1 2 . 4 0 * *  
% 2 5 . 00 5 5 . 0 0 2 0 . 00 0 9 . 2 6 
* * *  
p <  . 0 5  p <  . 0 1  
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Table 1 7  
Ques t ion 7 :  How was the a t t i tude you received f rom the c lass 
teachers? 
Op t i ons x2 
Respondent N Total 
& ( 1) ( 2 ) ( 3) ( 4) 
Group % Very Earnest Apa- Neg- One Two 
earnest the t i c  l i gent 
Factor Fac tors 
Number o f  
Students 
*
*
 
20-39  N 4 2 1  6 0 3 1  3 2 . 6 1  
% 1 2 . 9 0  6 7 . 7 4 1 9 . 35 0 1 4 . 3 5  
4 0 - 4 5  N 1 7  5 2  7 0 7 6  8 4 . 1 1  
** 
% 2 2 . 3 7 6 8 . 4 2  9 . 2 1 0 3 5 � 1 8 
*
*
 
5 . 3 5  
4 6 - 4 8  N 9 2 5  2 0 3 6  4 2 . 8 9  
% 2 5 . 0 0 6 9 . 4 4  5 . 56 0 1 6 . 6 7  
49 plus N 1 8  4 9  6 0 7 3  7 8 . 2 9  
* *  
% 24 . 6 6 67 . 1 2  8 . 2 2 0 3 3 . 8 0 
Type of 
Class 
** 
Bisexual N 16 3 8  3 0 5 7  6 2 . 9 3 
Class % 2 8 . 0 7 6 6 . 6 7 5 . 26 0 2 6 . 3 9  
** 
2 . 8 0 
Uni se xua l N 3 2  1 0 9  1 8  0 1 5 9  1 7 3 . 8 1  
Class % 2 0 . 1 3 6 8 . 5 5  1 1 . 3 2 0 7 3 .  6 1  
Grade o f  
Class 
*
*
 
7th Grade N 2 8  6 4  5 0 9 7  1 0 5 . 2 7 
% 2 8 . 8 7  6 5 . 9 8 5 . 1 5 0 4 4 . 9 1  
8 t h  Grade N 1 9  7 5  
*
*
 
1 4  0 1 0 8  1 2 0 . 9 6  
% 1 7 . 5 9 6 9 . 4 4  1 2 . 9 6 0 5 0 . 0 0 8 . 0 1  
9 t h  Grade N 1 8 2 0 1 1  1 4 . 0 9  
* *  
% 9 . 0 9 72 . 7 3 1 8 . 1 8 0 5 . 0 9 
* 
** 
p < . 0 5  p< . 0 1  
RESULTS FOR QUESTION 8 :  OF WHAT BENEFIT WERE THE CLASS 
TEACHERS TO YOUR PRACTICE TEACHING? 
The resu l t s  for t h i s  ques t i on a re presen ted i n  
Tables 1 8  and 1 9 .  
As i nd i ca ted i n  Table 1 8 ,  over 6 2  % o f  t he subjects 
considered t ha t  the class teachers were " be ne f i c i a l "  
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to t he i r  pract ice teac h i n g .  Over 1 9  % ra ted t he teachers 
a s  "somew ha t benef i c i a l , "  and over 17 % ra ted teachers 
as "very bene f ic ia l . "  J u s t  over 1 % ra ted teachers a s  
" non-bene f i c ia l . "  The d i f ference among these op i n ions 
was s i gn i f i can t x2= 1 7 4 . 7 0 ,  d f =  3 ,  p< . 0 1  ) .  
There were s i g n i f i cant d i f ference s i n  r a t ings of the 
bene f i t  of class teache r s  i n  both ma le and female 
subjects , w i th the r a t i n g  of " be ne f i c i a l "  be ing reported 
by more than three-f i f ths of the sub j e c t s  in each group . 
There were no s i g n i f i can t di f ferences between male and 
female responses ( x2 = 1 . 7 7 ,  d f =  3 ,  p> . 0 5 ) .  
There were s i gn i f i c a n t  d i f f e rences i n  the ratings o f  
the bene f i t  of class tea c hers by sub j e c t s  i n  each 
depa r tmen t .  The predom i n a n t  r a t i n g  in each department 
was " bene f i ci a l . "  Over 3 8  % of the sub j e c t s  f rom the 
M a t hema t i cs Department ra ted class teachers a s  " somewha t 
bene f i c i a l "  to their prac t i ce tea c h i n g .  The opinions of 
the sub j e c t s  among the depar tments were s i g n i f i cantly 
d i f ferent ( x 2= 2 9 . 8 0 ,  d f =  1 8 ,  p> . O S  } .  
As i nd i ca ted i n  Table 1 9 ,  the r a t i n g s  of the 
subjects who taught in d i f f e re n t  s i zed c l a sses were 
s i gn i f i ca n t l y  di f feren t .  Most subjects of these four 
groups perce i ved t ha t  the class teache r s  were 
"bene f i c i a l "  to t h e i r  p r a c t ice teac h i n g .  There was no 
s i gn i f icantly d i f ferent v i ew s  among these four groups 
x2 = 7 . 0 4 ,  d f =  9 ,  p > . o s } .  
S S  
The subjects who part i c ipa ted i n  d i f ferent types of 
classes e xpressed s i g n i f i ca n t  d i f ferences o f  opinions 
perta i n i n g  to the bene f i t s  o f  the c lass teacher s .  Nea rly 
four- f i f t hs o f  subjects who taught i n  bisexual c lasses 
ra ted class teachers a s  " be ne f i c i a l , "  bu t only more 
than one ha l f  of sub j e c t s  who taught in u n i se xua l c lasses 
expressed the same op i n i on . The d i f f e rence of opinions 
among these groups was s i gn i f icant ( x2 = 1 2 . 7 3 ,  d f =  3 ,  p< 
• 0 1 } •
 
R a t ings of the subjects who taught i n  t he 7th and 
8 t h  grade s were s i g n i f i ca n t l y  d i f feren t ,  but the ratings 
o f  the subjects who taught in the 9 t h  grade were no t .  
There was no s i g n i f i ca n t  d i f ference among these three 
groups ( x2 = 8 . 4 7 ,  d f =  6 ,  p> . O S  } .  
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Table 1 8  
Ques t i on 8 :  Of wha t bene f i t  were t he class teachers t o  you r 
pra c t i ce teaching? 
Op t i ons x2 
Respondent N Total 
& ( 1 ) ( 2) ( 3 ) ( 4 )  
Group % Very Bene- Some- Non- One Two 
bene- f i ci a l  w ha t  bene-
f i c i a l  bene- f i c i a l  Factor Factors 
f i c i a l  
A l l  N 3 7  1 3 4  4 2  3 2 1 6  1 7 4 . 7 0  
* *  
% 1 7 . 1 3  6 2 . 0 4 1 9 . 44 1 . 3 9 1 0 0 . 0 0 
Sex 
* *
 
Male N 1 6  6 0  1 5  2 9 3  8 2 . 7 0  
% 1 7 . 2 0 6 4 . 5 2 1 6 . 1 3  2 . 1 5 4 3 . 0 6 
* *  
1 . 7 7  
Female N 2 1  7 4  2 7  1 1 2 3  9 3 . 1 6 
% 1 7 . 07 6 0 . 1 6 2 1 . 95 • 8 1  5 6 . 9 4 
Department 
* *  C h i nese N 1 4  2 8  6 1 4 9  3 4 . 0 2 
% 2 8 . 57 5 7 . 1 4 1 2 . 24 2 . 0 4 2 2 . 6 9 
Eng l i s h  N 5 2 4  9 0 3 8  3 3 . 7 9 
* *
 
% 1 3  . 16 6 3 . 1 6  2 3 . 6 8 0 1 7 . 5 9  
Math N 6 1 8  1 5  0 3 9  2 1 .  0 0  
* *  
% 1 5 . 3 8 46 . 1 5  3 8 . 4 6 0 1 8 . 0 6  
Indu s t r i a l  N 5 2 2  5 0 3 2  3 4 . 7 5  
* *  
Educa t i on % 1 5 . 6 3  6 8 . 7 5  1 5 . 6 3  0 1 4 . 8 1  
* *  
2 9 . 8 0 
Educa tion N 2 1 4  1 0 1 7  3 0 . 29 
% 1 1 . 7 6  8 2 . 3 5 5 . 8 8 0 7 . 8 7 
Chem i s try N 4 1 6  1 0 2 1  3 1 .  0 0  
* *  
% 1 9 . 0 5  7 6 . 1 9  4 . 7 6  0 9 . 7 2 
Phys i c s  N 1 1 3  5 1 2 0  
* *  
1 9 . 2 0 
% 5 . 0 0  6 5 . 0 0  2 5 . 0 0  5 . 00 9 . 2 6 
* 
* *  
p <  . 0 5  p <  . 0 1 
* 
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Table 1 9  
Quest ion 8 :  O f  what bene f i t  were the class teachers to your 
prac t i ce teaching? 
Op t i ons x2 
Respondent N Tota l  
& ( 1 )  ( 2 ) ( 3) ( 4 ) 
Group % Very Bene- Some- Non- One Two 
bene- f i c i a l  what  bene-
f i c i a l  bene- f i c i a l  Factor Factors 
f i c i a l  
Number o f  
Students 
* *  
2 0 - 3 9  N 3 2 0  8 0 3 1  3 0 . 0 3  
% 9 . 6 8  6 4 . 5 2  2 5 . 8 1  0 1 4 . 3 5  
4 0 - 4 5  N 1 5  4 1  1 8  2 7 6  4 1 . 5 8  
* *  
% 1 9 . 7 4 5 3 . 9 5  2 3 . 6 8 2 . 6 3  3 5 . 1 8  
* *  
7 . 0 4 
4 6 - 4 8  N 7 2 3  6 0 3 6  3 2 . 2 2  
% 1 9 . 4 4 6 3 . 8 9  1 6 . 6 7 0 1 6 . 6 7 
4 9  plus N 1 3  4 9  1 0  1 7 3  7 3 . 3 6  
* *  
% 1 7 . 8 1  6 7 . 1 2 1 3 . 7 0 1 . 3 7 3 3 . 8 0  
Type o f  
Class 
* *  
B i sexual N 9 4 5  3 0 5 7  9 1 . 4 2  
Class % 1 5 . 7 9  7 8 . 9 5  5 . 2 6 0 26 . 3 9 
* *  
1 2 . 7 3  
Uni sexual N 2 8  8 9  3 9  3 1 5 9  9 8 . 4 8  
Class % 1 7 . 6 1 5 5 . 9 7  2 4 . 5 3  1 . 8 9  7 3 . 6 1  
Grade o f  
Class 
* *  
7 t h  Grade N 1 7  6 3  1 7  0 9 7  9 0 . 5 1  
% 1 7 . 5 3  6 4 . 9 5  1 7 . 5 3 0 4 4 . 9 1  
8 t h  Grade N 1 7  6 8  2 0  3 1 0 8  8 9 . 1 1  
*
*
 
% 1 5 . 7 4 62 . 9 6 1 8 . 5 2 2 . 7 8 5 0 . 0 0  8 . 4 7 
9 t h  Grade N 2 4 5 0 1 1  5 . 3 6  
% 1 8 . 1 8 3 6 . 3 6 4 5 . 4 5 0 5 . 0 9 
* 
p <  . 0 5  
* *  
p <  . 0 1  
* j, 
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RESULTS FOR QUESTION 9 :  WHAT WAS YOUR PERCEPTION ABOUT THE 
STUDENTS ' VIEWS OF YOUR PRACTICE TEACHING? 
The results for t h i s  quest ion are presen ted i n  
Tables 2 0  a n d  2 1 .  
As indi cated i n  Table 2 0 ,  nearly 5 5  % o f  t he 
subj ects ra ted " good" a s  their perceptions about the 
studen ts ' v i ews of the i r  pract ice teach i n g .  More than 
27 % ra ted students ' v i ews as " e xcellen t , " and over 18 % 
a s  " fa i r . " The d i f fe rences among these opi n i ons were 
s i gn i f i cant ( x2 = 1 3 4 . 4 8 ,  d f =  3 ,  p < . 0 1  ) .  
Opinions o f  stude n t s ' views of pra c t i c e  teaching by 
bot h  males and females were s i g n i f icantly di f feren t .  The 
most f requent ra ting by male and female subjects was 
"good . "  The second most f requent r a t i n g  was " f a i r '' in 
the case of ma le subj e c t s ,  bu t "exce ll e n t "  i n  the case 
of female subjec t s .  Howeve r ,  the ra t i ngs between male 
and female subjects were not s i g n i f icantly d i f ferent 
x2 = 4 . 8 6 ,  df= 3 ,  p> . 0 5 ) .  
Percepti ons o f  the subjects from each o f  the 
departments concern ing s tudents v i ews o f  t he i r  practice 
teaching were s i g n i f i ca n t l y  d i f feren t .  Except for the 
departments of Chinese , Indu s t r i a l  Educa t i o n ,  and 
Phys i c s ,  the predom inant perception of s tudents ' v i ews of 
pra c t i ce teaching was " good . "  The d i f fe rence among a l l  
departmen ts was not s i gn i f i cant { x2= 1 6 . 1 7 ,  d f =  1 8 ,  p > 
• 0 5 ) • 
As i nd i ca ted i n  Table 2 1 ,  t he subjects who 
par t i c i pa ted in the four groups of d i f ferent numbers o f  
s tude n ts revealed s i gn i f i ca n tly d i f ferent opin i ons 
respe c t i vely concerning the s tuden t s ' views of t he i r  
prac t i ce teaching . More than one-ha l f  o f  the subjects 
i n  each ca tegory rated s tude n t  percep tions as " good . "  
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N o  s i gni f i ca n t  d i f f erence e x i s ted among these four groups 
x2 = 4 . 5 5 ,  d f =  9 ,  p> . 0 5  ) .  
Based on the type o f  cla s s ,  the subjects who taught 
i n  both bi sexual and un i sexual c l asses had s i gn i f i cantly 
d i f fe re n t  v iews respe c t i ve l y . Three-f i f ths of the 
subjects who taught in b i se xual classes and more than 
one-half of t he subjects who taught i n  the u n i sexual 
classes i nd i ca ted s tuden ts perce p t i ons as " good . "  The 
d i f ference between these two groups was not s i gn i f i ca n t  
x2= 1 . 6 4 ,  d f =  3 ,  p >  . 0 5 ) .  
From the exam i n a t ion of d i f ferent grades o f  classes 
in w h i c h  the subjects pa r t i c i pa te d ,  the o p i n i ons of the 
three groups had s i gn i f icant d i f ferences respe c t ively . 
More t han one ha l f  of t he subjects of each group trended 
to rate " good" as the s tude n ts ' v i ews of t he i r  pract ice 
teaching . The opin ions among these three groups were n o t  
s i g n i f icantly d i f ferent { x2= 6 . 5 5 ,  d f =  6 ,  p >  . 0 5  ) .  
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Table 2 0  
Que st ion 9 :  Wha t  was your percep t i on abo u t  the s tudents ' v iews o f  
your pra c t ice teaching? 
Opt i ons 
Respondent N 
Group 
A l l  
Sex 
Male 
Female 
Depa r tment 
Chinese 
Eng l i s h 
Math 
Indus t r i a l  
Educa t ion 
Educa tion 
Chemi stry 
Physics 
* 
& (1) (2) 
% Exce l - Good 
lent 
N 5 9  1 1 8  
% 2 7 . 3 1  5 4 . 6 3  
N 20 5 1  
% 2 1 . 5 1  5 4 . 8 4  
N 39 6 7  
% 3 1 . 7 1  5 4 . 4 7  
N 1 7  2 2  
% 3 4 . 6 9  4 4 . 9 0 
N 9 2 6  
% 2 3 . 6 8  6 8 . 4 2 
N 1 4  2 0  
% 3 5 . 9 0 5 1 .  2 8  
N 8 1 6  
% 2 5 . 0 0 5 0 . 0 0  
N 4 1 0  
% 2 3 . 5 3  5 8 . 8 2 
N 7 1 2  
% 3 3 . 3 3  5 7 . 1 4  
N 3 9 
% 1 5 . 0 0 4 5 . 0 0  
* *  
p <  . 0 5  p <  . 0 1  
{ 3 ) 
Fair  
39  
1 8 . 0 6 
2 2  
2 3 . 6 6  
1 7  
1 3 . 8 2  
1 0  
2 0 . 4 1  
3 
7 . 89 
5 
1 2 . 8 2  
8 
2 5 . 0 0 
3 
1 7 . 6 5  
2 
9 . 53 
8 
4 0 . 00 
( 4 ) 
Bad 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
Total 
2 1 6  
1 0 0 . 0 0  
9 3  
4 3 . 0 6 
1 2 3  
5 6 . 9 4  
4 9  
2 2 . 6 9  
3 8  
1 7 . 5 9 
3 9  
1 8 . 0 6 
3 2  
1 4 . 8 1 
1 7  
7 . 8 7  
2 1  
9 . 7 2 
2 0  
9 . 2 6 
x2 
One Two 
Factor Fac tors 
1 3 4 . 4 8  
*
*
 
5 6 . 8 9  
*
*
 
*
*
 
4 . 8 6 
8 1 . 8 5  
2 2 . 2 7  
* *  
4 2 . 6 3  
* *  
2 4 . 6 9  
* *  
1 6 . 0 0 
* *  
1 2 . 4 1  
* *  
1 6 . 1 7  
* *  
1 6 . 5 2  
* 
1 0 . 8 0  
6 1  
Table 2 1  
Question 9 :  What was your perception about t he s tuden ts ' views of 
your prac t i ce teaching? 
Opt i ons 
Respondent N 
Group 
Number o f  
Students 
2 0 - 3 9  
4 0 - 4 5  
4 6 - 4 8  
4 9  plus 
Type of 
Class 
B i sexua l 
Class 
Uni sexual 
Class 
Grade of 
Class 
7th Grade 
8 t h  Grade 
9 t h  Grade 
* 
p< 
& (1 )  ( 2 ) 
% Exce l - Good 
lent 
N 5 1 8  
% 1 6 . 1 3  5 8 . 0 6 
N 2 4  3 9  
% 3 1 .  5 8  5 1 . 3 2 
N 8 2 3  
% 2 2 . 2 2 6 3 . 8 9  
N 2 1  3 9  
% 28 . 7 7  5 1 . 3 2  
N 1 3  3 5  
% 2 2 . 8 1  6 1 . 4 0  
N 4 5  8 2  
% 2 8 . 3 0 5 1 . 5 7 
N 3 5  49 
% 3 6 . 08 5 0 . 5 2  
N 2 4  6 0  
% 2 2 . 2 2 5 5 . 5 6 
N 2 7 
% 1 8 . 1 8 6 3 . 6 4  
.OS 
** 
p <  . 0 1  
( 3) 
Fa i r  
8 
2 5 . 8 1  
1 3  
1 7 . 1 1 
5 
1 3 . 89 
1 3  
1 7 . 8 1  
9 
1 5 . 7 9  
3 2  
2 0 . 1 3 
1 3  
1 3 . 4 0  
2 4  
2 2 . 2 2 
2 
1 8 . 1 8 
( 4) 
Bad 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
Total 
3 1  
1 4 . 3 5  
7 6  
3 5 . 1 8  
3 6  
1 6 . 6 7 
73 
3 3 . 8 0 
5 7  
2 6 . 3 9  
1 5 9  
7 3 . 6 1  
9 7  
4 4 . 9 1  
1 0 8  
5 0 . 0 0 
1 1  
5 . 0 9 
x2 
One Two 
Factor Factor-s 
2 2 . 2 9 
*
*
 
4 3 . 2 6 
*
*
 
** 
4 . 5 5 
32 . 6 7  
4 3 . 7 7  
** 
4 6 . 5 1  
*
*
 
8 6 . 8 6  
** 
1 . 6 4  
5 9 . 4 9  
*
*
 
6 8 . 0 0 
** 
6 . 55 
9 . 7 3  
* 
RESULTS FOR QUESTION 1 0 :  WHAT KIND OF CLASS DID YOU LIKE 
BEST FOR YOUR PRACTICE TEACHING? 
The results for t h i s  q ue s t ion are presented i n  
Tables 2 2  a n d  2 3 .  
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As indica ted i n  Table 2 2 ,  over 3 6  % c hose "any k i nd 
of class"  as their respon s e .  Nearly 2 8  % chose 
" he terogeneous class , "  and nea rly 26 % s e lected " the 
above a ve rage class . " Less than 1 0  % of the subjects 
chose " t he below average class . "  These opin ions were 
s i gn i f i cantly d i f ferent { x2 = 3 2 . 4 8 ,  d f =  3 ,  p < . 0 1  ) .  
The responses o f  both ma le and female subjects 
conce rning the class which they l iked best  were 
s i gn i f icantly d i f f e re n t ,  w i t h  over one - t h i rd o f  each 
group pre ferring " any k i nd of class . "  There was no 
s i gn i f icant d i f f e rence between ma le and female responses 
to t h i s  quest ion ( x2 = 2 . 0 6 ,  d f =  3 ,  p> . 0 5  ) .  
From the examina t i on o f  the reactions of each 
depa r tme n t ,  i t  was revealed that only t he depa rtments of  
Mathema t i c s  and Education had s i gn i f icantly d i f f e rent 
opi n i on s  respec t i vely . More than one-hal f of t he 
subjects of these two departments l i ked to teach i n  "any 
k ind o f  class . "  The d i f fe rence of opinions among a l l  
t h e  departments was not s i gn i f icant { x2 = 2 4 . 6 7 ,  d f =  1 8 ,  
p> . 0 5  ) .  
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A s  i nd i cated i n  Table 2 3 ,  s i g n i f i ca n t  d i f ferences o f  
opinions were g i ven by t h e  subjects who taught d i f ferent 
s i zed c la sses . There was no s i gn i f i ca n t l y  d i f ferent 
views among these four groups ( x2 = 1 0 . 4 1 ,  df= 9 ,  p >  . 0 5  ) .  
The opinions t ha t  e x i s ted i n  the subjects who 
p a r t i c i pa ted in d i f f e re n t type s of classes ( unise xual 
and b i se xual ) had s i g n i f i cant d i f ferences respec t i vely , 
but the major i ty of the subjects ra ted " a ny k i nd of 
class . "  The op i n i ons between these two groups did not 
have s i gn i f icant d i f fe rence ( x2 = 2 . 2 2 ,  d f =  3 ,  p> . 0 5  ) .  
From the examina t i on o f  the opinions o f  the subjects 
who taught in d i fferent grades of classe s ,  i t  was shown 
that only the groups of the 7 t h  grade and the 8th grade 
had s i gn i f i ca n t  d i f ference . The ma j or i ty of the subjects 
i n  the above two groups l i ked to teach " a ny k i nd of 
c lass . "  There was no s i gn i f i ca n t  d i f ference among 
subjects who taught i n  the three groups ( x 2= 5 . 3 3 ,  d f =  
6 ,  p >  . 0 5  ) .  
Table 22 
Quest ion 1 0 :  Wha t k i nd of class did you l i ke best for your 
pr a c t i ce teach i ng? 
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Opt i ons x2 
Respondent N To t a l  
& ( 1) ( 2) ( 3 ) ( 4) 
Group % Any The The The One Two 
k i nd above below heter-
of average average ogeneous Factor Factors 
class class class class 
All  N 79 5 6  2 1  6 0  2 1 6  3 2 . 4 8  
* *  
% 3 6 . 57 2 5 . 9 3  9 . 7 2  27 . 7 8  1 0 0 . 0 0  
Sex * *  
Male N 3 6  2 5  6 26 93 2 0 . 25 
% 3 8 . 7 1  2 6 . 8 9  6 . 45 2 7 . 9 6 4 3 . 0 6  
* *  2 . 0 6  
Female N 4 3  3 1  1 5  3 4  1 2 3  1 3 . 2 9  
% 3 4 . 9 6 2 5 . 20 1 2 . 2 0  2 7 . 6 4 5 6 . 9 4  
Department 
Ch inese N 1 4  9 9 1 7  4 9  3 . 8 2  
% 28 . 5 7 1 8 . 3 7 1 8 . 3 7 3 4 . 6 9 2 2 . 6 9  
Engl i s h  N 1 4  1 3  2 9 3 8  9 . 3 7 
% 3 6 . 8 4  3 4 . 2 0 5 . 2 6  2 3 . 6 8  1 7 . 5 9  
M a t h  N 2 0  8 4 7 3 9  1 5 . 2 6 
* *  
% 5 1 . 2 8  2 0 . 5 1  1 0 . 26 1 7 . 9 5 1 8 . 0 6  
Indu s t r i a l  N 1 0  1 1  2 9 3 2  6 . 2 5 
Educa t ion % 3 1 .  2 5  3 4 . 3 8 6 . 25 2 8 . 1 3 1 4 . 8 1  
1 1 . 4 7
* *  2 4 . 6 7  
Educa t i on N 10 2 1 4 1 7  
% 5 8 . 8 2 1 1 . 7 6 5 . 8 9  2 3 . 5 3  7 . 8 7  
Chem i s t ry N 5 9 2 5 2 1  4 .  7 1  
% 2 3 . 8 1  4 2 . 8 6 9 . 5 2  23 . 8 1  9 . 7 2 
Phy s i c s  N 6 4 1 9 2 0  6 . 8 0  
% 3 0 . 00 2 0 . 0 0 5 . 0 0  4 5 . 0 0  9 . 2 6 
* 
p <  . 0 5  
* *  
p <  . 0 1  
Table 2 3  
Que s t i on 1 0 :  What k i nd o f  class did you l i ke be s t  for your 
practice teaching? 
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Opt i ons x 2 
Respondent N Total 
& ( 1) ( 2) ( 3) ( 4)  
Group % Any The The T he One Two 
k i nd above below heter-
of average average ogeneous Factor Factors 
c lass class class class 
Number of 
S tudents 
20-39  N 9 8 3 1 1  3 1  4 . 4 8  
% 2 9 . 0 3  2 5 . 8 1  9 . 6 8 3 5 . 4 8 1 4 . 3 5 
4 0 - 4 5  N 2 9  2 1  4 2 2  7 6  1 7 . 7 9  
** 
% 3 8 . 1 6 2 7 . 6 3  5 . 2 6 2 8 . 9 5  3 5 . 1 8 
* 
1 0 . 4 1  
4 6 - 4 8  N 1 3  8 2 1 3  36 9 . 1 1 
% 3 6 . 1 1  2 2 . 2 2  5 . 5 6  3 6 . 1 1  1 6 . 6 7 
4 9  plus N 3 0  1 7  1 2  1 4  7 3  1 0 . 7 8  
* 
% 4 1 . 1 0 2 3 . 2 9  1 6 . 4 4  1 9 . 1 8  3 3 . 8 0  
Type o f  
Class 
* 
Bi sexual N 2 3  1 1  7 1 6  5 7  1 0 . 0 2  
Class % 4 0 . 3 5  1 9 . 3 0 1 2 . 28 2 8 . 0 7 2 6 . 3 9 
** 
2 . 2 2  
Uni se xua l N 5 5  4 5  1 4  4 5  1 5 9  2 3 . 9 2 
Class % 3 4 . 5 9 2 8 . 3 0 8 . 8 1  2 8 . 3 0 7 3 . 6 1  
Grade of 
Class 
*
*
 
7 t h  Grade N 3 5  2 5  9 2 8  9 7  1 4 . 9 6 
% 3 6 . 0 8  2 5 . 7 7 9 . 2 8  2 8 . 8 7  4 4 . 9 1  
8 t h  Grade N 4 1  2 9  1 2  2 6  1 0 8  1 5 . 7 8  
** 
% 3 7 . 9 6 2 6 . 8 5  1 1 . 1 1  2 4 . 0 7  5 0 . 0 0 5 . 3 3  
9 t h  Grade N 3 2 0 6 1 1  6 . 8 2  
% 2 7 . 2 7  1 8 . 1 8  0 5 4 . 5 5 5 . 09 
* 
p <  . 0 5 
** 
p <  . 0 1  
Area III --Opi nions Concerning Instruc t i onal 
Me thods and A i d s .  
RESULTS FOR QUESTION 1 1 :  WHAT INSTRUCTIONAL METHOD DID 
YOU USE FREQUENTLY IN YOUR PRACTICE TEACH ING? 
The resu l t s  for t h i s  quest ion are presen ted in 
Tables 2 4  and 2 5 .  
A s  i n d i ca ted i n  Table 2 4 ,  over 5 6  % o f  t he subjects 
indica ted that they used the '' lecture" method 
f requently i n  the i r  p ra c t i ce tea c h i n g .  Over 30 % 
reported f requent use o f  the " heuris t i c  method , "  
w h i l e  nearly 1 2  % reported f requent use of "di scussion . "  
Very few subjects ( 1 . 8 5  % ) reported u s i n g  the 
" s e l f - s t udy method . " These o p i n i ons had s ign i f i ca n t  
d i f f erence ( x2= 1 4 9 . 7 4 ,  d f =  3 ,  p< . 0 1 ) . 
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As rega rds se x ,  ma le and female sub j e c ts expressed 
s i gn i f i ca n t ly d i f ferent o p i n i ons respe c t i ve ly concern ing 
the i n s t ru c t i onal met hod they used f requenty in practice 
teachi ng , howeve r ,  more than one-ha l f  o f  both groups 
reported f requent use of the " lecture " me thod . The 
op i n i ons between males and fema les were s i g n i f icantly 
d i f ferent ( x2 = 8 . 4 3 ,  d f =  3 ,  p< . 0 5  ) .  
From the examina t i on of the rea c ti ons of each 
departme n t , a l l  departmen t s  e xcep t Indu s t r i a l  Educ a t i on 
had s i gn i f i ca n t l y  d i f ferent opinions respe c t i ve l y .  More 
than one-ha l f  of the subjects of the Depa r tments of 
C h i nese , Eng l i s h ,  Ma thema t i c s ,  Educa t i on ,  and Chemi s try 
sele c ted the " le c ture n method. The same percentage of 
the sub j e c t s  of the Depa rtment o f  P hy s i c s  rated n lecture 
met hod " a nd " heur i s t i c  method . "  The d i f fere nce of 
opi n i ons among all depa rtmen ts was s i gn i f i c a n t  ( x2 = 
3 7 . 3 0 ,  d f =  1 8 ,  p < . 0 1  ) .  
6 7  
A s  indi cated i n  Ta ble 2 5 ,  tea c h i n g  methods reported 
as used by subjects who taught in d i f ferent s i zed classes 
were s i gn i f i cantly d i f ferent in each case, bu t the 
ma jor i ty of these four groups rated " le cture " as the mos t 
frequently used method .  The d i f ferences i n  me thods used 
among t hese f our groups were not s i gn i f icant ( x2= 7 . 4 8 ,  
d f =  9 ,  p >  . 0 5  ) .  
The me t hods reported a s  used by the subjects w ho 
partic ipa ted i n  d i f ferent types of cla sses had 
s i g n i f icant d i f ference respec t ively , however more than 
one ha l f  of the sub j e c t s  indi ca ted n1ec ture 11 a s  the 
freque n t l y  used me t hod. The methods reported used 
between these two groups were not s i gn i f i ca n t ly d i f f erent 
x2 = 2 . 0 6 ,  df= 3 ,  p> . 0 5 ) .  
From the examina tion of the opinions of the subjects 
w ho taught in d i f feren t grades of classe s ,  i t  was revealed 
t ha t  only the groups of t he 7 t h  and 8 t h  g rade had 
6 8  
s i gn i f i cantly d i ffere n t  opinions respe c t i ve l y .  More than 
one - ha l f  of the subjec t s  of these two groups selec ted 
" le c tu re "  me thod. There was no s i g n i f i ca n t  d i f ference 
among the subjects w ho taught in the three groups ( x2= 
3 . 1 9 ,  d f =  6 ,  p> . 0 5  ) .  
6 9  
Table 24 
Que stion 1 1 :  What inst ruc t i onal method did you use frequently i n  
your pra c t i ce teac h i ng? 
Op t i ons x2 
Respondent N Total 
& ( 1) ( 2) ( 3) ( 4 ) 
Group % Lecture Heu- D i scus- Se l f - One Two 
r i s t i c  s ion study 
met hod method Factor Factors 
A l l  N 1 2 2  6 5  2 5  4 2 1 6  1 4 9 . 7 4  
* *  
% 5 6 . 4 8  30 . 0 9  1 1 . 58 1 . 8 5  10 0 . 0 0 
Sex * *  
Male N 5 4  2 2  1 3  4 9 3  6 1 . 1 9  
% 5 8 . 0 6  2 3 . 6 6  1 3 . 9 8 4 . 3 0 4 3 . 0 6  
* *  8 . 4 3  
Female N 6 8  4 3  1 2  0 1 2 3  9 2 . 1 9  
% 5 5 . 28 3 4 . 9 6  9 . 76 0 56 . 9 4  
Depa r tmen t * *  
Chinese N 2 7  1 4  8 0 4 9  3 1 .  7 3  
% 5 5 . 1 0 2 8 . 5 7  1 6 . 3 3  0 2 2 . 6 9 
Eng l i sh N 2 3  1 4  1 0 3 8  3 8 . 4 2  
* *  
% 6 0 . 5 3 3 6 . 8 4 2 . 6 3 0 1 7 . 5 9  
Math N 2 6  8 5 0 39 3 9 . 4 6  
* *  
% 6 6 . 6 7  20 . 5 1 1 2 . 8 2 0 1 8 . 0 6 
Indu s tr i a l  N 1 3  1 0  5 4 3 2  6 . 7 5  
Educa t i on % 4 0 . 6 3  31 . 2 5 1 5 . 6 3  1 2 . 5 0 1 4 . 8 1  
2 2 . 7 6 * *  
37 . 3 0 
Educa t ion N 12 5 0 0 1 7  
% 7 0 . 5 9  2 9 . 4 1  0 0 7 . 8 7  
Chem i s t ry N 1 4  5 2 0 2 1  2 1 .  8 6  
* *  
% 6 6 . 67 2 3 . 8 1  9 . 5 2  0 9 . 7 2 
P hy s i cs N 8 8 4 0 2 0  8 .  8 0  
* 
% 4 0 . 0 0 4 0 . 0 0 2 0 . 0 0  0 9 . 2 6 
* * *  
p< . 0 5  p < . 0 1  
* 
* *  
7 0  
Table 2 5  
Ques t i on 1 1 :  What instruc t i onal method d i d  you use f requen tly in 
your prac t ice teaching? 
Opt i ons x2 
Respondent N Total 
& ( 1 ) ( 2 ) ( 3) ( 4 ) 
Group % Lecture Heu- D i s cus- S e l f - One Two 
r i s t i c  s i on study 
method met hod Factor Factors 
Number of 
S tudents * *  
2 0 - 3 9  N 1 5  1 3  3 0 3 1  2 1 .  0 0  
% 4 8 . 3 9 4 1 . 94 9 . 6 7  0 1 4 . 3 5  
4 0 - 4 5  N 4 3  2 2  9 2 7 6  5 1 .  2 6  
* *  
% 5 6 . 5 8 2 8 . 9 5 1 1 . 8 4 2 , 6 3 3 5 . 1 8  
* *  7 . 4 8  
4 6 - 4 8  N 2 4  8 2 2 3 6  3 6 . 0 0 
% 6 6 . 6 7 2 2 . 2 2 5 . 56 5 . 56 1 6 . 6 7  
4 9  plus N 4 0  2 2  1 0  1 7 3  4 6 . 7 3
* *  
% 54 . 79 3 0 . 1 4 1 3 . 70 1 . 3 7 3 3 . 8 0 
Type of 
Class ** 
B i sexual N 3 5  1 6  6 0 57 4 9 . 4 6  
Class % 6 1 . 4 0  2 8 . 07 1 0 . 5 3  0 2 6 . 3 9 
9 9 . 4 4 * *  
2 . 0 6 
Uni se xua l N 8 6  5 0  19 4 1 5 9  
Class % 5 4 . 0 9  3 1 . 4 5  1 1 . 9 5 2 . 5 2 7 3 . 6 1  
Grade of 
Class * *  
7 t h  Grade N 5 6  2 6  1 2  3 9 7  6 6 . 5 1  
% 5 7 . 7 3  2 6 . 8 0  1 2 . 3 7 3 . 0 9  4 4 . 9 1  
8 th Grade N 6 1  3 4  1 2  1 1 0 8  7 8 . 0 0  
* *  
% 5 6 . 48 3 1 . 4 8 1 1 . 1 1  . 9 3 5 0 . 0 0  3 . 1 9 
9 t h  Grade N 5 5 1 0 1 1  7 . 5 5 
% 4 5 . 4 5  4 5 . 4 5 9 . 09 0 5 . 0 9 
* * *  
p <  . 0 5  p <  . 0 1  
RESULTS FOR QUESTION 1 2 :  WHAT KIND OF I NSTRUCTIONAL AIDS 
DID YOU USE FREQUENTLY IN YOUR PRACT ICE TEACHING? 
The resu l ts for t h i s  quest ion a re presented in 
Tables 26 and 2 7 .  
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According to the Table 2 6 ,  nea rly 4 4  % of the 
sub jects selected "sel f -ma de " a s  the instruct iona l aids 
used frequen tly in pra c t i ce tea ching . Nea r l y  23  % of  
subjects used " ready-made of fered by junior high school , "  
and nearly 1 9  % reported u s i n g  no a i d s .  The d i f f e rence 
that e x i s ted among these opinions was s i gn i f i ca n t  ( x2= 
4 4 . 5 2 ,  d f =  3 ,  p <  . 0 1  ) .  
Responses conce rning the use of a i ds by both ma le 
and female subjects were s i g n i f i cantly d i f feren t .  More 
than one-ha l f  of the fema le subjects reported u s i n g  
" se l f-ma de" a i d s ,  w h i l e  nearly on e -third o f  males 
reported using a id s  that were " ready-made of fered by 
junior h i g h  schoo l . "  The responses o f  males and fema l e s  
t o  this  quest ion were s i g n i f icantly d i f f erent ( x2= 
1 6 . 8 3 ,  d f =  3 ,  p< . 0 1 ) .  
Examinat ion of responses of the subjects f rom each 
depa r tment indica ted tha t  a l l  depa r tments had 
s i g n i f icantly d i f ferent opinions respec t i v e l y .  More t han 
one-ha l f  of the subjects of the Depar tmen ts of Chinese,  
Eng l i s h , and Educa t ion reported u s i n g  " se l f-made " a i d s ,  
7 2  
w h i le a ma j o r i ty of the subjects f rom t he Depa rtments o f  
Indu s t r i a l  Educa t i on , Phys i c s ,  and Chme i s try selected 
" ready-made o f f e red by junior h i g h  schoo l . "  More than one­
ha l f  of the subjects of the Department of Mathematics 
reported u s i n g  no teaching aids.  The d i f f e rence among 
these depa rtments was s i gn i f i cant ( x 2= 1 2 3 . 2 4 ,  df= 1 8 ,  
p< . 0 1  ) .  
As i nd i ca ted i n  Table 2 7 ,  the subjects w ho 
pa r t i c ipa ted i n  the c l a sses o f  " 4 0 - 4 5 "  and " 4 9  plus"  
students respec tive ly revealed s i gn i f i ca n tly d i f feren t 
op in ions concerning the i ns truc t i onal a ids used 
freque ntly in prac tice tea c h i n g . The most f requent a id 
used by a ma jor i ty of the subjects i n  these two groups 
was " s e l f -made . "  There were no s i g n i f i ca n t  d i f ferences 
in a ids reported used among these four groups ( x2= 
1 4 . 9 0 ,  d f =  9 ,  p> . 0 5 ) .  
Based on the types of c la ss e s ,  only the subjects who 
taught in the u n i se xu a l  cla sses had s i g n i f i cantly 
d i f f e rent opi n i on s ,  w i t h  nearly one-ha l f  o f  t hese sub jects 
report ing " se l f-made . "  Also,  the d i f f e re nce between 
these two groups was not s i gn i f i cant ( x2= 4 . 7 8 ,  df= 3 ,  
p> . 0 5 ) .  
From the e xaminat ion o f  d i f fe re n t  grades of c lasses 
i n  w h i c h  the subjects p a r t i c i pa rted , i t  was found that 
only the 7 t h  and 9th grades had s i gn i f ica n t l y  d i f fere n t  
opini ons re spec tively . More than one - ha l f  of t he 
subjects of these two groups reported u s i n g  " se l f -made " 
a i d s .  The op in ions among these t hree groups were 
s i gn i f icantly d i f ferent ( x 2 = 1 2 . 9 4 ,  d f =  6 ,  p< . 0 5  ) .  
7 3  
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Table 2 6  
Ques t i on 1 2 :  W ha t  k i nd o f  instructional aids d i d  you use 
frequently in your prac t i c e  teaching? 
Options 
Respondent N 
Group 
A l l  
S e x  
Male 
Female 
Department 
Chi nese 
Eng l i s h  
Ma th 
Indu s t r i a l  
Educa t i on 
Educa t i on 
Chemi s try 
P hy s i c s  
* 
& (1) ( 2) 
% Ready- Se l f -
N 
% 
N 
% 
N 
% 
N 
% 
N 
% 
N 
% 
N 
% 
N 
% 
N 
% 
N 
% 
made made 
of fered 
by 
junior 
h i gh 
school 
4 9  9 5  
2 2 . 6 9 4 3 . 9 8  
30 2 8  
3 2 . 2 6  3 0 . 1 0  
19 6 7  
1 5 . 4 5  5 4 . 4 7 
5 3 2  
1 0 . 2 0  6 5 . 3 1 
0 3 2  
0 8 4 . 2 1  
6 8 
1 5 . 3 8  2 0 . 5 1  
1 5  1 2  
4 6 . 8 8 3 7 . 50 
3 9 
1 7 . 6 5 5 2 . 9 4  
1 1  3 
5 2 . 3 8 1 4 . 2 9  
1 0  3 
5 0 . 0 0 1 5 . 0 0  
* *  
p <  . 0 5  p <  . 0 1  
( 3) 
Both 
{ 1 ) 
and 
{ 2 )  
3 1  
1 4 . 3 5  
1 2  
1 2 . 9 0 
1 9  
1 5 . 4 5  
2 
4 . 0 8  
6 
1 6 . 79 
4 
1 0 . 2 6 
3 
9 . 3 8  
4 
2 3 . 5 3  
4 
1 9 . 0 5  
7 
3 5 . 00 
Total 
{ 4) 
None 
4 1  2 1 6  
1 8 . 9 8  1 0 0 . 00 
2 3  9 3  
2 4 . 7 3  4 3 . 06 
1 8  1 2 3  
1 4 . 6 3  5 6 . 9 4  
1 0  4 9  
2 0 . 4 1  2 2 . 6 9 
0 3 8  
0 1 7 . 5 9  
2 1  3 9  
5 3 . 85 1 8 . 06 
2 3 2  
6 . 2 5 1 4 . 8 1  
1 1 7  
5 . 8 8 7 . 8 7  
3 2 1  
1 4 . 2 9 9 . 7 2 
0 2 0  
0 9 . 2 6  
x2 
One Two 
Factor Factors 
4 4 . 5 2  
* *  
* 
8 . 3 8  
5 7 . 0 0 
* *  
1 6 . 8 3  
* *  
4 5 . 1 2 
7 3 . 5 8  
* *  
* *  
1 8 . 1 3  
1 5 . 7 5  
* *  
* 
1 2 3 . 2 4  
8 . 1 8  
* 
8 . 5 2  
1 1 . 6 0  
*
*
 
*
*
 
* *  
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Table 2 7  
Quest ion 1 2 :  What k i nd o f  ins tructi ona l a i ds d i d  you use 
frequen tly in your pra c t i ce teaching? 
Op t i ons 
Respondent N 
Group 
Number of 
Students 
2 0 - 3 9  
4 0 - 4 5  
4 6 - 4 8  
49 p l u s  
Type o f  
Class 
Bisexual 
Class 
Unisexual 
Class 
Grade of 
Class 
7 t h  Grade 
8 t h  Grade 
9th Grade 
* 
p <  
& ( 1) ( 2 )  
% Ready- S e l f -
N 
% 
N 
% 
N 
% 
N 
% 
N 
% 
N 
% 
N 
% 
N 
% 
N 
% 
. 0 5  
made made 
o f fered 
by 
j unior 
high 
school 
1 2  9 
3 8 . 7 1  29 . 03 
1 1  4 0  
1 4 . 1 7  5 2 . 6 3  
1 1  1 4  
3 0 . 5 6  3 8 . 8 9  
1 6  3 0  
2 1 . 9 2  4 1 . 1 0 
1 3  2 2  
2 2 . 8 1  3 8 . 6 0 
3 6  73 
2 2 . 6 4  4 5 . 9 1  
1 7  5 3  
1 7 . 5 3  5 4 . 6 4  
2 8  3 6  
2 5 . 9 3 3 3 . 3 3  
4 6 
3 6 . 3 6 5 4 . 5 5 
* *  
p <  . 0 1  
( 3) 
Both 
( 1 )  
and 
( 2 )  
3 
9 . 68 
1 1  
1 4 . 4 7  
8 
2 2 . 2 2  
1 0  
1 3 . 7 0 
1 3  
2 2 . 8 1  
1 8  
1 1 . 3 2 
1 2  
1 2 . 37 
1 9  
1 7 . 5 9 
0 
0 
Total 
( 4 )  
None 
7 3 1  
2 2 . 5 9  1 4 . 6 3  
1 4  7 6  
1 8 . 4 2  3 5 . 1 8 
3 3 6  
8 . 3 3  1 6 . 6 7  
1 7  7 3  
2 3 . 29 3 3 . 8 0 
9 5 7  
1 5 . 7 9 2 6 . 3 9 
3 2  1 5 9  
2 0 . 1 3  7 3 . 6 1  
1 5  9 7  
1 5 . 46 4 4 . 9 1  
2 5  1 0 8  
2 3 . 1 5  5 0 . 00 
1 1 1  
9 . 0 9 5 . 0 9 
x2 
One Two 
Factor Factors 
5 . 5 2  
3 1 .  2 6  
* *  
1 4 . 9 0  
7 . 3 3 
1 1 . 6 6  
* *  
6 . 3 7 
4 1 . 5 8  
* *  
4 . 7 8  
*
*
 
4 5 . 9 7  
5 . 5 6  
1 2 . 9 4 
* 
8 . 2 7  
* 
RESULTS FOR QUESTION 1 3 :  WHAT METHOD OF EVALUATION D I D  
YOU USE MOST FREQUENTLY I N  YOUR PRACTICE TEACHING? 
The resu l t s  for t h i s  quest ion a re presen ted i n  
Tables 2 8  and 2 9 .  
As i n d i ca ted i n  Table 2 8 ,  over 5 0  % o f  the subjects 
i nd i ca ted the method of eva l ua t ion used mos t f requen t l y  
in prac t i c e  teaching was " paper-pen c i l  a n d  oral t e s ts . "  
Nearly 27 % reported u s i ng "paper-penci l t e s t , "  w i t h  
nea r l y  1 2  % us ing " a ppra isal o f  a tt i tude , "  and over 1 1  
% ,  " observa t ion of a c t i v i t y . "  These op i n i ons were 
s i gni f i ca n t l y  d i f fe r e n t  ( x2 = 8 8 . 5 6 , df= 3 ,  p< . 0 1  ) .  
As regards sex,  males and females e xpressed 
s i g n i f icantly d i f ferent op i n i ons respe c t i vely concern i n g  
me thods of eva luation,  but the ma j or i ty o f  male 
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and fema le sub j e c ts used " paper-pen c i l  a nd oral tests"  
most f requen t l y .  The opin ions between males and fema l e s  
were s i gn i f ica n t l y  d i f ferent x2 = 1 4 . 7 5 ,  d f =  3 ,  p< . 0 1  ) .  
From the examinat ion of the rea c t i ons o f  each 
depa rtmen t ,  i t  was shown that  a l l  depa rtmen ts excep t 
Chem i s try had s i gni f i ca n t l y  d i f ferent opi n ions 
respe c t i ve l y .  The ma jor i ty of the subj ects of the 
depa rtments of Chinese , Ma thema t i cs , Educa t i on , and 
Phy s i c s  rated "paper-pen c i l  and oral teats , 11 however, 
the ma j or i ty of Eng l i s h Depa rtment selected 
7 7  
"paper-pe n c i l  tes t , " and t h e  ma j o r i ty of Indus t r i a l  
Educa tion department reported u s i n g  "observa t ion of 
a c t i v i ty . "  The d i f f e rence of opinions amon g these 
depa rtmen ts was s i gn i f i ca n t  ( x2 = 1 0 7 . 5 2 ,  d f =  1 8 ,  p< . 0 1  ) . 
As indica ted in Table 2 9 ,  the sub jects who taught i n  
d i f ferent si zed classes had s i g n i f i ca n tly d i f fere n t  
opinions respec tively , bu t the ma j o r i ty o f  these four 
groups ra ted " paper-pen c i l  and oral tes t s "  a s  the 
method of eva lua tion they used most freque n t l y  in pra c t i ce 
tea ching . The op i n i on s  amon g these four groups were not 
s i gn i f i cantly d i f fe rent ( x2 = 1 5 . 3 1 ,  df= 9 ,  p> . 0 5  ) .  
The eva lua t i on methods used by sub j e c t s  who 
partic ipa ted in d i f fe rent types of classes had s i g n i f i cant 
d i f ference respective l y , howe ver,  the ma jor i ty of the 
subjects sele cted " paper-pencil and oral t e s ts . "  The 
e va l ua t i on methods used between these two groups were 
s i gn i f i ca n t ly d i f f e rent x2= 1 2 . 1 6 ,  d f =  3 ,  p< . 0 1  ) .  
From the e xamina t i on o f  the opin ions o f  the subjects 
who taught i n  d i f fe re n t  grade s of cla sses , it was shown 
that only the groups o f  the 7th and 8 t h  grade s had 
s i g n i f icantly d i f fe re n t  op i n i ons respe c t i vely . The ma jori ty 
of the subjects of these two groups selec ted "paper-pe n c i l  
and o r a l  tests . "  There were n o  s i gn i f i cant d i f fe rences 
a mong these three groups ( x2 = 6 . 0 9 ,  d f =  6 ,  p> . 0 5  ) .  
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Table 2 8  
Quest ion 1 3 :  What method o f  evalua t i on d i d  you use most f requently 
i n  your prac t i ce teaching? 
Options x 2 
Respondent N Total 
& ( I ) { 2) ( 3) ( 4 ) 
Group % Paper- Pape r- Obs er- Ap- One Two 
pe ncil pen c i l  v a t  i on p ra i sal 
test a nd of of Factor Fac tors 
ora l a c t  i v - a t  t i -
tests i ty t u  de 
A l l  N 5 8  1 0 9  2 4  2 5  2 1 6  8 8 . 5 6  
* *  
% 2 6 . 8 5  5 0 . 4 6 1 1 . 1 1  1 1 . 5 7 1 00 . 0 0 
Sex * *  
Male  N 2 0  4 1  1 8  1 4  9 3  1 8 . 8 7  
% 2 1 .  50 4 4 . 0 9  1 9 . 3 5  1 5 . 0 5  4 3 . 0 6 * 
* *  1 4 . 7 5  
Female N 3 8  6 8  6 1 1  1 2 3  7 9 . 4 4 
% 30 . 89 5 5 . 2 8  4 . 88 8 . 9 4 5 6 . 9 4  
Depa rtme n t  * *  
Chinese N 9 3 6  0 4 4 9  6 4 . 7 1  
% 1 8 . 3 7 7 3 . 4 7 0 8 . 16 2 2 . 6 9  
* *  
Eng l i s h  N 20 1 7  0 1 3 8  3 4 . 6 3  
% 5 2 . 6 3  4 4 . 7 4  0 2 . 6 3 1 7 . 5 9  
M a t h  N 1 2  1 7  3 7 3 9  1 1 .  3 6  
* *  
% 3 0 . 7 7 4 3 . 5 9  7 . 69 1 7 . 5 9 1 8 . 06 
Indus t r i a l  N 1 7 1 6  8 3 2  1 4 . 2 5  
* *  
Educa t ion % 3 . 1 3 2 1 . 8 8 5 0 . 0 0 2 5 . 0 0 1 4 . 8 2 * *  
3 1 . 2 4 * *  
1 0 7 . 5 2  
Educa t i on N 3 1 4  0 0 1 7  
% 1 7 . 6 5  8 2 . 3 5  0 0 7 . 8 7 
Chemis try N 5 7 8 1 2 1  5 . 4 8  
% 2 3 . 8 1  3 3 . 3 3 3 8 . 1 0 4 . 7 6  9 . 7 2  
* *  
Phy s i c s  N 5 1 2  1 2 2 0  1 4 . 8 0 
% 2 5 . 0 0  6 0 . 0 0 5 . 0 0  1 0 . 00 9 . 2 6  
* 
p <  . 0 5  
* *  
p <  . 0 1  
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Table 2 9  
Question 1 3 :  What me thod of evalua t i on d i d  you use mos t f reque n t ly 
in your pra c t i ce teachi ng? 
Op t i on s  x2 
Respondent N Total 
& ( 1) ( 2 ) ( 3) ( 4) 
Group % Paper- Paper- Obs er- Ap- One Two 
penc i l  pen c i l  v a  ti  on pra isal 
test and of of Factor Fac tors 
oral a c tiv- at t i -
tests i ty tu de 
Number o f  
Students 
* *
 
2 0 - 3 9  N 3 1 7  5 6 3 1  1 5 . 3 2  
% 9 . 6 8  5 4 . 8 4  1 6 . 1 3  1 9 . 35 1 4 . 35 
4 0 - 4 5  N 2 4  36 1 2  4 7 6  3 0 . 9 5  
** 
% 3 1 .  5 7  4 7 . 37 1 5 . 79 5 . 2 6 3 5 . 1 8 
* *  
1 5 . 3 1  
4 6-48 N 1 4  1 7  1 4 3 6  1 9 . 7 8  
% 3 8 . 8 9 4 7 . 2 2 2 . 7 8 1 1 . 1 1  1 6 . 6 7 
4 9  plus N 1 8  3 9  7 9 73 3 5 . 2 2  
* *  
% 2 4 . 6 6 5 3 . 4 2 9 . 5 9  1 2 . 3 3 3 3 . 8 0 
Type of 
Class 
*
*
 
Bisexua l  N 1 3  3 9  2 3 5 7  6 2 . 5 1  
Class % 2 2 . 8 1  68 . 4 2  3 . 5 1 5 . 2 6 2 6 . 3 9 
* *  
1 2 . 1 6 
Uni sexual N 4 5  7 0  2 3  2 1  1 5 9  39 . 6 2  
Class % 2 8 . 30 4 4 . 0 3  1 4 . 4 7  1 3 . 2 1  3 7 . 6 1 
Grade o f  
Class 
* *  
7 t h  Grade N 3 1  4 6  1 1  9 9 7  3 8 . 2 2  
% 3 1 . 96 4 7 . 4 2  1 1 . 3 4  9 . 2 8 4 4 . 9 1  
8 t h  Grade N 2 5  5 8  1 2  1 3  1 0 8  5 1 . 3 3  
* *  
% 2 3 . 1 5  5 3 . 7 0 1 1 . 1 1  1 2 . 0 4  5 0 . 0 0  6 . 0 9  
9th  Grade N 1 6 1 3 1 1  6 . 0 9  
% 9 . 0 9  5 4 . 5 5 9 . 0 9  2 7 . 27 5 . 0 9  
* 
p <  . 0 5  
** 
p < . 0 1  
* :  
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RESULTS FOR QUESTION 1 4 :  HOW WAS THE STUDENTS ' DISCIPLINE 
OF THE CLASS IN YOUR PRACTICE TEACHING? 
The results for t h i s  que s t i on a re presented in 
Tables 3 0  and 3 1 .  
As i nd i ca ted i n  Table 3 0 ,  over 5 5  % o f  t he subjects 
reported that stude n t  d i s c i p l ine was " f a i rly good . "  
Nearly 2 2  % of the sub j e c t s  reported student d i s c i p l i n e  
a s  " s l i ghtly di sordered , "  b u t  nea r l y  2 0  % r a ted student 
discipl ine a s  " very good . "  S l i g htly over 3 % of the 
sub j e c t s  reported student discipl ine as " d i sordered. " 
The di fference among t hese op i n i ons was s i g n i f i cant ( x2= 
1 2 2 . 3 0 ,  df=  3 ,  p< . 0 1  ) .  
Both male and fema le sub j e c ts had s i g n i f icantly 
d i fferent opinions respe c t i vely , but more than one-ha l f  
of the subjects i n  each group con sidered s tude n t  
d i s c i p l i n e  a s  " f a i r l y  good . "  The opinions between ma les 
and females were not s i g n i f ican tly d i f f e r e n t  ( x2 = 1 . 8 8 ,  
df=  3 ,  p >  . 0 5  ) .  
From fu rther e xamina t i on o f  depa r tmen ts , the resu l ts 
revealed tha t a l l  depa rtments expressed s i g n i f i cantly 
d i f fe re n t  op i n ions respe c t i ve ly .  More than one-ha l f  of 
the subjects of the Depa rtments of Chinese , English,  
Indus t r i a l  Educa t ion , Educa t i o n ,  and Phys i c s  ra ted 
s tudent d i scipline as " f a i rly good , "  and two-f i f ths of 
the subjects of Mathema tics Departme n t  e xpressed the same 
op i ni on . There were s i gn i f i cantly d i f feren t responses 
concerning student d i sc i p l i ne among the se depa rtments 
x2 = 3 4 . 9 7 ,  df=l8 , p< . 0 1  ) .  
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As indica ted i n  Table 3 1 ,  each group o f  the subjects 
who taught in the classes of various s i z e s  had 
s i gn i f i ca n t l y  d i f fere n t  op i n i on s  concern i n g  s tude n t  
d i s c i p l i n e .  More than one-ha l f  of the s u b j e c t s  o f  a l l  
groups { e xcep t the " 4 0-4 5 "  group ) ra ted s t ude n t  
d i s c i p l i ne a s  " f a i rly good . "  There were s i g n i f i cantly 
d i f ferent views among these four groups { x2= 2 7 . 8 7 ,  df= 
9 ,  p< . 0 1  ) .  
The subj e c ts who pa r t i c i pa t ed i n  d i f ferent types of 
classes e xpressed s i g n i f i cant d i f f e rence o f  opin ions 
respectively per t a i n i n g  t o  s tuden t d i s c i p l i n e .  Nearly 
three q ua r te rs of the subjects  who taught i n  the b i se xua l 
classes and nearly half of the subjects who taught i n  the 
u n i se xua l rated s tude n t  d i s c i p l i n e  a s  " fa i rly good . "  The 
ra tings of s tudent d i s c i p l i ne between t he se two groups 
were s i gn i f icantly d i f ferent { x2 = 1 0 . 4 8 ,  d f =  3 ,  p <  . 0 5  ) .  
Subjects who taught i n  the 7 t h  and the 8 t h  grades 
expressed s i g n i f i ca n t l y  d i f ferent op in ions respe c t ively . 
Howeve r ,  more than one ha l f  of the subjects of these two 
groups ra ted s tudent d i s c i p l i ne a s  " f a i rl y  good . "  There 
were s i g n i f i ca n t l y  d i f ferent opinion s  among these three 
groups ( x2 = 27 . 4 6 ,  df= 6 ,  p< . 0 1  ) .  
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Table 3 0  
Question 1 4 :  How wa s the s t uden t s ' d i s c i p l i ne o f  the class i n  
your pra c t i ce teaching? 
Respondent N 
Group 
A l l  
Sex 
Male 
Femal e  
Department 
Chinese 
Eng l i s h 
Ma t h  
Indu s t r i a l  
Educa tion 
Educa t i on 
Chem i s try 
Phys i c s  
* 
& 
% 
N 
% 
N 
% 
N 
% 
N 
% 
N 
% 
N 
% 
N 
% 
N 
% 
N 
% 
N 
% 
p< . 0 5  
( l ) 
Very 
good 
4 3  
1 9 . 9 1  
1 6  
1 7 . 2 0  
2 7  
2 1 . 9 5 
8 
1 6 . 33 
8 
2 1 . 0 5 
1 5  
3 8 . 4 6  
5 
1 5 . 6 3  
7 
4 1 . 1 8 
l 
4 . 7 6  
2 
1 0 . 0 0 
* *  
Opt ions 
( 2 } 
F a i r l y  
good 
1 1 9  
5 5 . 09 
5 0  
5 3 . 7 6  
6 9  
5 6 . 1 0 
3 1  
6 3 . 27 
2 1  
5 5 . 2 6  
1 6  
4 1 . 0 3 
1 7  
5 3 . 1 3 
1 0  
5 8 . 8 2  
1 0  
4 7 . 6 2  
1 4  
7 0 . 0 0 
p <  . 0 1  
(3 ) (4) 
S l i g h t- D i sor-
ly dered 
d i sor-
dered 
4 7  7 
2 1 . 76 3 . 2 4 
2 3  4 
24 . 7 3 4 . 3 0 
2 4  3 
1 9 . 51 2 . 4 4 
8 2 
1 6 . 3 3 4 . 0 8  
8 1 
2 1 . 05 2 . 6 3  
8 0 
2 0 . 5 1  0 
7 3 
2 1 .  8 8  9 . 3 8 
0 0 
0 0 
1 0  0 
4 7 . 6 2 0 
3 l 
1 5 . 00 5 . 0 0  
x2 
Total 
One Two 
Factor Fac tors 
2 1 6  1 2 2 . 3 0 
* *  
1 0 0 . 0 0  
9 3  4 8 . 9 8  
* *  
4 3 . 0 6  
7 4 . 5 6 * *  
1 .  8 8  
1 2 3  
5 6 . 9 4  
4 9  4 0 . 2 2  
* * 
2 2 . 6 9  
3 8  2 2 . 0 0  
* *  
1 7 . 5 9  
3 9  1 6 . 9 0 
* *  
1 8 . 0 6 
3 2  1 4 . 5 0 
* *  
1 4 . 8 1 
1 8 . 0 6 * *  
3 4 . 9 7  
1 7  
7 . 8 7  
2 1  1 7 . 2 9  
* *  
9 . 7 2  
20 2 2 . 0 0 
* *  
9 . 2 6 
. . .  
* *  
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Table 3 1  
Que st ion 1 4 : How was the s tuden ts ' d i sc i p l i ne of the class i n  
your pra c t i ce teaching? 
Respondent 
Group 
Number of 
Students 
20-39  
40-45  
4 6- 4 8  
49 p l u s  
Type o f  
Class 
B i sexual 
Class 
Uni se xua l 
Class 
Grade o f  
Class 
7 t h  Grade 
8 t h  Grade 
9th Grade 
* 
p< 
N 
& 
% 
N 
% 
N 
% 
N 
% 
N 
% 
N 
% 
N 
% 
N 
% 
N 
% 
N 
% 
. 0 5  
( 1) 
Very 
good 
2 
6 . 4 5  
1 6  
2 1 . 0 5  
7 
19 . 4 4  
1 9  
2 6 . 0 3 
5 
8 . 77 
37 
2 3 . 2 7 
2 4  
2 4 . 7 4 
1 7  
1 5 . 74 
1 
9 . 0 9  
* *  
Opt i ons 
( 2) 
F a i r l y  
good 
1 8  
5 8 . 0 6 
3 6  
4 7 . 3 7  
2 3  
6 3 . 8 9 
4 1  
5 6 . 1 6 
4 2  
7 3 . 6 8  
7 9  
4 9 . 6 9  
5 7  
5 8 . 7 6  
5 9  
5 4 . 6 3  
5 
4 5 . 4 5  
p< . 0 1  
( 3) 
S l i g h t ­
l y  
d i sor­
dered 
6 
1 9 . 3 5  
2 2  
2 8 . 9 5  
6 
1 6 . 6 7 
1 3  
1 7 . 8 1 
9 
1 5 . 79 
3 7  
2 3 . 27 
1 5  
1 5 . 4 6  
29 
2 6 . 85 
2 
1 8 . 1 8  
( 4) 
D i sor­
dered 
5 
1 6 . 1 3  
2 
2 . 6 3  
0 
0 
0 
0 
1 
1 . 7 5 
6 
3 . 7 8  
1 
1 .  0 3  
3 
2 . 7 8  
3 
2 7 . 2 7 
Total 
3 1  
1 4 . 3 5  
7 6  
3 5 . 1 8  
3 6  
1 6 . 67 
7 3  
3 3 . 80 
5 7  
2 6 . 3 9 
1 5 9  
7 3 . 6 1 
9 7  
4 4 . 9 1  
1 0 8  
5 0 . 0 0  
1 1  
5 . 09 
x2 
One Two 
Factor Fac tors 
* *  
1 9 . 1 9  
3 1 . 3 7 
* *  
3 2 . 2 2
* *  2 7 . 8 7  
4 8 . 1 5  
* *  
* *  
74 . 3 0  
* *  1 0 . 4 8  
6 7 . 7 9  
7 0 . 0 5  
* *  
* *  
6 3 . 1 1  
2 7 . 4 6  
3 . 1 8  
* "* 
* 
* ""  
Area IV--Opin ions Conce rning the 
Pre-pr a c t i ce Teaching Curriculum . 
RESULTS FOR QUESTION 1 5 : HOW D I D  THE PROFESSIONAL 
KNOWLEDGE AND SKILLS ACQUIRED IN YOUR MAJOR SERVE YOUR 
PRACTICE TEACHING? 
The results for t h i s  q u e s t ion a re presented i n  
Tables 3 2  a n d  3 3 .  
As indica ted i n  Ta ble 3 2 ,  nearly one-ha l f  of 
subjects i n d i ca ted tha t the professional knowledge and 
sk i l l s  a cqu i red i n  the i r  ma jor was "exce l l e n t "  for 
the i r  pra c t i ce teachi n g .  Ove r 36 % of the subjects the 
knowledge and sk i l l s  a s  " g ood , "  while approxima tely 8 % 
gave a " poor" rating and 6 % a " fa ir "  r a t i n g .  The 
d i f ferences among these opin ions were s i gn i f icant ( x2 = 
1 1 7 . 8 1 ,  d f =  3 ,  p< . 0 1  ) .  
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The r a t i n g s  o f  both male and female subjects on this  
ques tion were s i gn i f i ca n t l y  d i f ferent respec t i v e l y ,  bu t 
the ma j o r i ty of bo th groups reported t ha t  the professional 
knowledge and s k i l l s  acqu i re d  i n  the i r  ma j or were 
"exce l le n t . "  The opinions between males and females were 
s i gn i f icantly d i fferent ( x2 = 1 2 . 9 0 ,  d f =  3 ,  p< . 0 1 ) .  
A l l  depa rtments except Educa tion e xpressed 
signi f i ca n tly d i f f erent opinions respe c t i vely . The 
ma jor i ty of subjects of the Eng l i sh Depa r t men t ra ted 
profe s s i onal knowledge a nd s k i l l s  acquired in their major 
as " good , " and the rest ra ted them a s  "exce l len t . " 
There were s i gn i f icantly d i f ferent opin i ons among the 
departments ( x2= 5 3 . 2 4 ,  df= 1 8 ,  p < . 0 1  ) .  
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As indicated i n  Table 3 3 ,  each group o f  the sub jects 
who taught i n  the c lasses w i t h  var i ous number of students 
had s i gn i f icantly d i f ferent opin ions concerning the 
professiona l knowledge and sk i l l s  acquired in t he i r  
ma j o r ,  bu t the ma j o r i ty o f  each group ra ted them a s  
"exce l le n t . "  T here were n o  s i gn i f i ca n t l y  d i f feren t views 
among these four groups ( x2 = 7 . 9 9 ,  df=  9 ,  p> . 0 5  ) .  
The subjects who pa r t i c ipa ted in di f ferent types o f  
classes e xpressed s i g n i f icant d i f ferences of opini ons 
respe c t i ve ly pertain ing to the profe ssional knowledge and 
s k i l l s  acqui red in t h e i r  ma jor.  There was no s i g n i f i ca n t  
d i f ference between these two groups ( x2 = 5 . 2 6 ,  df=  3 ,  p> 
. 0 5  ) .  
The subjects who ta u g h t  in each grade expressed 
s i gn i f i ca n t ly d i f ferent op i n i ons of pro fe s s i on a l  knowledge 
and sk i l l s  obtai ned in t h e i r  ma jors . More t han four-
f i f ths of the subjects who taught in the 9 t h  grade and a 
ma jor i ty of t he subjects w ho taught i n  the o ther two grades 
rated profess ional knowledge and s k i l l s  obta i ned in the i r  
ma jors a s  "e xce l len t . " There were no s i gn i f i cant d i f ferences 
among these three groups ( x2 = 8 . 2 8 ,  d f =  6 ,  p> . 0 5  ) .  
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Table 3 2  
Que stion 1 5 :  How did the professiona l know l edge and sk i l l s  a cq u i red 
in your m a j or serve your pra c t i ce teaching? 
Op t i on s  
Respondent N 
& ( 1 )  ( 2 ) ( 3 ) 
Group % Exce l - Good F a i r  
lent 
All N 1 0 7  7 8  1 3  
% 4 9 . 5 4 3 6 . 1 1  6 . 02 
Sex 
Male N 5 3  3 2  7 
% 5 6 . 9 9 3 4 . 4 1  7 . 5 3 
Female N 5 4  4 6  6 
% 4 3 . 9 0 37 . 4 0 4 . 8 8  
Departme n t  
Chinese N 2 3  19 3 
% 4 6 . 9 4  3 8 . 78 6 . 1 2  
Eng l i sh N 1 0  1 6  1 
% 2 6 . 3 2  4 2 . 1 1  2 . 6 3 
M a t h  N 2 3  1 2  3 
% 5 8 . 9 7 3 0 . 7 7  7 . 6 9  
Indust r i a l  N 2 1  1 0  0 
Educa t i on % 6 5 . 6 3  3 1 . 2 5 0 
Edu ca t i  on N 6 1 4 
% 3 5 . 2 9 5 . 8 8  2 3 . 5 3  
Chem i s t ry N 1 4  6 1 
% 6 6 . 6 7 2 8 . 57 4 . 7 6  
Physics N 1 1  7 1 
% 5 5 . 0 0 3 5 . 0 0 s . o o 
* 
p <  .OS * *
 
p <  . 0 1 
Tota l  
( 4 )  
Poor 
1 8  2 1 6  
8 . 3 3  1 0 0 . 00 
1 9 3  
1 . 0 8 4 3 . 0 6 
1 7  1 2 3  
1 3 . 8 2  5 6 . 9 4  
4 4 9  
8 .  1 6  2 2 . 6 9  
1 1  3 8  
2 8 . 9 5  1 7 . 5 9 
1 3 9  
2 . 5 6  1 8 . 0 6 
1 3 2  
3 . 1 3 1 4 . 8 1  
6 1 7  
3 5 . 2 9 7 . 8 7  
0 2 1  
0 9 . 7 2 
1 2 0  
5 . 0 0 9 . 2 6  
x2 
One Two 
Factor Fac tors 
1 1 7 . 8 1  
* *  
7 4 . 0 1  
* *  
5 1 . 2 1 
* *  1 2 . 9 0 
2 5 . 6 9  
* *  
1 2 . 3 2 
* *  
3 1 .  0 5  
* *  
3 5 . 7 5  
* *  
5 3 . 2 4 
3 . 9 4  
2 3 . 3 8 * *  
1 4 . 4 0 * *
 
* *  
* *  
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Table 3 3  
Que s t i on 1 5 :  How did the pro f e s s i on a l  knowledge and s k i l l s  acqui red 
i n  your ma jor serve your pra c t i ce teaching? 
Options 
Respondent N 
& ( 1) ( 2 )  ( 3 ) 
Group % Excel- Good Fa i r  
lent 
Number of 
S tude n t s  
2 0 - 3 9  N 1 9  10 0 
% 6 1 .  29 3 2 . 26 0 
4 0 - 4 5  N 3 7  3 0  3 
% 4 8 . 68 3 9 . 4 7 3 . 9 5 
4 6 - 4 8  N 1 5  1 3  3 
% 4 1 . 6 7 3 6 . 1 1 8 . 3 3  
4 9  plus N 3 8  2 2  7 
% 5 2 . 05 30 . 1 4  9 . 59 
Type of 
Class 
Bisexua l  N 2 0  2 4  6 
Class % 3 5 . 0 9 4 2 . 1 1  1 0 . 5 3  
Uni se xual N 8 2  5 5  9 
Class % 5 1 . 5 7 3 4 . 5 9  5 . 6 6  
Grade of 
Class 
7 t h  Grade N 4 9  3 0  7 
% 50 . 5 2  3 0 . 9 3  7 . 2 2 
8 t h  Grade N 5 1  4 4  6 
% 4 7 . 2 2  4 0 . 7 4  5 . 5 6  
9th Grade N 9 1 0 
% 8 1 . 8 2  9 . 0 9  0 
* 
p< . 0 5  
*
*
 
p <  . 0 1  
Total 
( 4 ) 
Poor 
2 3 1  
6 . 4 5 1 4 . 3 5  
6 7 6  
7 . 8 9 3 5 . 1 8  
5 3 6  
1 3 . 89 1 6 . 67 
6 7 3  
8 . 22 3 3 . 8 0 
7 5 7  
1 2 . 2 8  2 6 . 3 9 
1 3  1 5 9 
8 . 1 8  7 3 . 6 1  
1 1  9 7  
1 1 . 3 4  4 4 . 9 1 
7 1 0 8  
6 . 4 8  50 . 00 
1 1 1  
9 . 0 9 5 . 0 9  
x2 
One Two 
Factor Fa ctors 
2 9 . 0 0  
** 
4 5 . 7 9  
*
*
 
** 
7 . 9 9  
1 1 . 5 6  
3 7 . 3 0 
** 
1 7 . 4 6  
* *  
** 
5 . 2 6 
9 2 . 5 5 
4 6 . 1 3  
** 
** 
6 3 . 1 9 
8 . 2 8 
*
*
 
1 9 . 1 8  
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RESULTS FOR QUESTION 1 6 :  HOW DID THE PROFESSIONAL 
KNOWLEDGE AND SKILLS ACQUIRED IN EDUCATIONAL COURSES SERVE 
YOUR PRACTICE TEACHING? 
The resu l t s  for t h i s  ques t ion a re presen ted i n  
Tables 3 4  and 3 5 .  
As i nd i c a ted i n  Table 3 4 , over 3 6  % o f  the subjects 
i nd i ca ted tha t the prof ess ional knowledge and sk i l l s  
acquired i n  educa t iona l courses w a s  " good . "  Nearly 2 4  % 
rated such knowledge and s k i l l s  a s  "poo r , " over 2 1 % 
i nd i ca ted a " f a i r "  ra ting , and nearly 1 9  % i n d i ca ted a n  
"exce l l e n t "  ra t i n g .  These opinions were s i g n i f i cantly 
d i f f e re n t  ( x2= 1 6 . 5 6 ,  d f =  3 ,  p <  . 0 1  ) . 
As regards se x ,  only female sub j e c t s  had s i g n i f icantly 
d i f feren t opin ions concerni ng this  quest i on . More than 
one- third of fema les ra ted knowledge and s k i l ls i n  
educat ional courses a s  " good . "  The opi n i ons between ma les 
and fema les were not s i g n i f icantly d i f f e re n t  ( x2 = 6 . 3 3 ,  
d f =  3 ,  p >  . 0 5  ) . 
W i th regard t o  know ledge and s k i l l s  acqui red i n  
educa t i on a l  courses,  only subjects f rom the Departments 
of Eng l i s h  and Ma t hema tics had s i gn i f i ca n t ly d i f fe rent 
op i n i on s  respec t i vely . The ma j or i ty o f  the subjects of 
the Engl i s h  Depa r tment ra ted educat iona l knowledge and 
sk i l l s  a s  " poor . "  The ma jori ty of subjects f rom the 
Ma t hema t i cs Department ra ted such k nowledge and sk i l l s  a s  
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" good . "  The d i f ference of opi n i ons of sub jects among a l l  
depa rtments was s i g n i f icant ( x2= 3 4 . 6 6 ,  d f =  1 8 ,  p< . 0 5  ) .  
As i ndi ca ted in Table 3 5 ,  a s i g n i f i ca n t  d i f ference 
of opinions concerning the va lue of knowledge and s k i l l s  
i n  educa t i ona l courses e x i s ted only i n  s tudents teac h i n g  
i n  classes o f  " 4 0-4 5 "  and " 4 9  p l u s "  s tuden t s .  Nearly 
one-ha l f  of the subj e c t s  who taught in class of " 4 0-4 5 "  
s tuden ts ra ted such know ledge and s k i l l s  a s  good , w h i l e  
nearly one - t h i rd of the subjects who taught  c l a sses o f  
more than 4 9  s t ude n ts g i ve a " fa i r "  r a t i n g .  Howeve r ,  
the op i n i ons among t hese four groups were not s i g n i f icantly 
di f f e rent ( x2 = 1 4 . 5 0 ,  d f =  9 ,  p>  .05  ) .  
The opinions o f  subjects who pa r t i c i pa te d  i n  
d i f ferent types o f  cla sses had s i g n i f icant d i f f e rences 
respe c t i v e l y ,  but the ma j o r i ty of the s u b j e c t s  ra ted 
knowledge and sk i l l s  in educa t i ona l c la sses as good. The 
opinions between these two groups were n o t  s i gn i f icantly 
d i f feren t ( x2 = 2 . 4 2 ,  d f =  3 ,  p> . 0 5  ) .  
Only the subjects who taught i n  grade e i g h t  had 
s i g n i f i c a n t l y  d i f ferent op i n ions . More t han two- f i fths  
of  the subjects who taught  i n  grade e i g h t  ra ted knowledge 
and sk i l l s of educa t i ona l courses a s  " good . "  There was 
no s i gn i f i ca n t  d i f f erence among groups tea c h i n g  i n  the 
three grades leve l s  ( x2 = 3 . 5 6 ,  d f =  6 ,  p> . 0 5  ) .  
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Table 3 4  
Que s t ion 1 6 :  How did the professional knowledge and sk i l l s  acquired 
i n  educa t i ona l courses serve your prac t i ce teaching? 
Respondent 
Group 
A l l  
Sex 
Male 
Female 
Depa r tment 
Chinese 
Eng l i s h  
Math 
Indu s t r i a l  
Educa t i on 
Educa tion 
Chem i s try 
Physics 
* 
N 
& 
% 
N 
% 
N 
% 
N 
% 
N 
% 
N 
% 
N 
% 
N 
% 
N 
% 
N 
% 
N 
% 
p <  . 0 5  
( 1) 
Excel­
lent 
4 0  
1 8 . 5 2  
2 4  
2 5 . 8 1  
1 6  
1 3 . 0 1  
1 3  
26 . 5 3 
0 
0 
4 
1 0 . 2 6 
1 1  
3 4 . 3 8 
6 
3 5 . 2 9  
2 
9 . 5 2  
4 
2 0 . 0 0  
* *  
Options 
( 2 ) 
Good 
7 9  
3 6 . 5 7 
3 3  
3 5 . 4 8  
4 6  
3 7 . 4 0  
1 5  
3 0 . 6 1  
1 2  
3 1 . 58 
1 8  
4 6 . 1 5 
1 1  
3 4 . 3 8 
8 
4 7 . 0 6 
8 
3 8 . 1 0  
7 
3 5 . 0 0  
p < • 0 1  
( 3) 
F a i r  
4 6  
2 1 . 3 0 
1 6  
1 7 . 20 
30 
2 4 . 4 0 
1 2  
2 4 . 4 9  
9 
2 3 . 6 8  
4 
1 0 . 2 6 
6 
1 8 . 7 5  
2 
1 1 . 7 6 
5 
2 3 . 8 1  
8 
4 0 . 00 
Total 
( 4 ) 
Poor 
5 1  2 1 6  
2 3 . 6 1  1 0 0 . 0 0 
20 93 
2 1 . 5 1  4 3 . 0 6 
3 1  1 2 3  
2 5 . 20 5 6 . 9 4  
9 4 9  
1 8 . 3 7 2 2 . 6 9  
1 7  3 8  
4 4 . 7 4  1 7 . 5 9 
1 3  3 9  
3 3 . 3 3  1 8 . 0 6  
4 3 2  
1 2 . 50 1 4 . 8 1  
1 1 7  
5 . 8 8  7 . 8 7  
6 2 1  
2 8 . 5 7 9 . 7 2 
1 2 0  
5 . 0 0  9 . 2 6  
x2 
One Two 
Factor Factors 
1 6 . 5 6 
* *  
6 . 8 3  
* *  6 . 3 3  
1 4 . 6 6 
1 . 5 3 
1 6 . 1 1  
* *  
1 4 . 8 5 * *  
4 . 7 5  
3 4 . 6 6  
7 . 7 1  
3 . 57 
6 . 0 0 
* 
9 1  
Ta ble 3 5  
Que s t ion 1 6 :  How did the professi onal knowledge and s k i l l s  a c q u i red 
i n  educa tional courses serve your prac t i ce teaching? 
Opt i on s  
Respondent N 
& ( 1) ( 2 )  ( 3 ) 
Group % Excel- Good F a i r  
lent 
Number of 
S tudents 
2 0- 3 9  N 9 9 5 
% 2 9 . 0 3 2 9 . 0 3  1 6 . 1 3 
4 0 - 4 5  N 1 1  3 6  1 2  
% 1 4 . 4 7 4 7 . 3 7 1 5 . 7 9  
4 6 - 4 8  N 7 1 5  5 
% 1 9 . 4 4 4 1 .  6 7  1 3 . 8 9 
49 plus N 9 2 3  24 
% 1 2 . 3 3  3 1 . 5 1 3 2 . 8 8  
Type o f  
Class 
B i se x u a l  N 7 2 7  1 0  
C l a ss % 1 2 . 2 8 4 7 . 3 7  1 7 . 5 4  
Unisexual N 2 8  5 8  3 5  
Class % 1 7 . 6 1  3 6 . 4 8  2 2 . 0 1  
Grade of 
Class 
7th Grade N 1 9  3 5  1 9  
% 1 9 . 5 9  3 6 . 0 8  1 9 . 5 9 
8 t h  Grade N 1 5  4 7  2 4  
% 1 3 . 8 9 4 3 . 5 2  2 2 . 2 2 
9 t h  Grade N 3 3 2 
% 2 7 . 2 7 27 . 2 7 1 8 . 1 8 
* 
*
*
 
p <  .OS p <  . 0 1  
Total 
( 4) 
Poor 
8 3 1  
2 5 . 8 1  1 4 . 3 5  
1 7  7 6  
2 2 . 3 7 3 5 . 1 8 
9 3 6  
2 5 . 0 0  1 6 . 6 7  
1 7  7 3  
2 3 . 2 9  3 3 . 8 0  
1 3  5 7  
2 2 . 8 1  2 6 . 3 9 
3 8  1 5 9  
2 3 . 9 0 7 3 . 6 1  
2 4  9 7  
2 4 . 7 4  4 4 . 9 1 
2 2  1 0 8  
2 0 . 3 7 5 0 . 00 
3 1 1  
27 . 27 5 . 0 9  
x2 
One Two 
Factor Factors 
1 .  3 9  
2 1 .  3 7  
** 
1 4 . 5 0  
6 . 2 2  
7 . 8 2  
* 
1 6 . 4 7  
** 
** 
2 . 4 2  
1 2 . 5 0  
7 . 0 4  
2 1 . 4 1  
** 
3 . 5 6  
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RESULTS FOR QUESTION 1 7  : WHAT IS YOUR OPINION ABOUT THE 
FIELD TRIP DURING THE FALL SEMESTER OF THE SENIOR YEAR? 
The resu l t s  for t h i s  quest ion a re presented i n  
Tables 3 6  a nd 3 7 .  
As indi ca ted i n  Table 3 6 ,  nearly 5 5  % o f  the 
sub j e c t s  ra ted the f i eld t r i p  as " helpfu l , "  a nd nearly 
29 % ra ted i t  as "very helpful . "  Less than 1 6  % ra ted 
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the f i e ld trip a s  " f a i rly helpf u l , "  while less t ha n  1 % 
ca ted i t  a s  " no t  helpf u l . "  The d i f ferences tha t e x i s ted 
among these opinions were s i gn i f i cant ( x2 = 1 3 4 . 5 2 ,  d f =  3 ,  
p< . 0 1  ) .  
Both male and fema l e  subjects had s i g n i f i ca n t  
d i f f erences of v i ews respect i ve l y ,  b u t  more than one -ha l f  
of each group ra ted the f i eld t r i p  a s  " he lp f ul . "  The 
op i n i ons between males and fema les were not s i gn i f i ca n t l y  
di fferent ( X 2 = 3 • O 9 , d f = 3 , p > • O 5 ) • 
Sub j e c t s  f rom each depa rtment had s i g n i f i cantly 
d i f ferent opi n ions of the f i e ld t r i p .  More t ha n  
four-f i f ths o f  the sub j e c t s  f rom the Educa t i on 
Departme n t ;  seven-tenths of P hy s i c s ;  more than one-ha l f  
o f  C h i nese , Industrial  Educa t i o n ,  and Chem i s t ry ; and 
nearly one- half  of Ma t hema t i cs ra ted t he f ield trip a s  
" helpfu l . "  The d i f ferences among a l l  depa r tments were 
s i g n i f i can t  ( X 2 = 3 4 • 1 7 , d f = 1 8  , p < • 0 5 ) • 
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As indi ca ted i n  Table 3 7 ,  there were s i g n i f i cantly 
d i f ferent opin ions i n  the subjects of each of the four 
class s i z e  groups concerning t he value of the f ield t r i p .  
The ma j or i ty o f  sub j e c t s  i n  e a c h  group ra ted the t r ip a s  
" helpfu l . " No s i gn i f icant d i f ferences e x i s ted among 
the four class size  groups ( x2 = 7 . 3 4 ,  d f =  9 ,  p >  . 0 5  ) .  
There were s i gn i f i ca n t  d i f f erences o f  opin ions w i t h  
t he subjects teaching bi sexual and uni sexua l c lasses 
respectively.  More than one-half of the subjects i n  
these two groups i nd i ca ted t ha t  the f i e ld t r i p  w a s  
" he l p f u l . "  The d i f ferences between the subjects o f  
these two groups were n o t  s i gn i f i ca n t  ( x2 = 5 . 3 9 ,  d f =  3 ,  
p >  . 0 5 ) . 
Subjects from the 7 t h  and 8 th grades had s i gn i f icant 
d i f ferences i n  the ir op i n i ons of the field t r i p .  The 
ma jori ty of the subjects o f  t hese two groups ra ted the 
f i e l d  t r i p  as " helpfu l . "  The opinions among t hese 
t hree groups were not s i g n i f i cantly d i f f e re n t  ( x2 = 6 . 5 0 ,  
df= 6 ,  p> . 0 5 ) .  
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Table 36 
Quest ion 1 7 :  Wha t is your op1n1on about the f i e ld trip during 
the fall  semester of  the senior year? 
Op t i ons x2 
Respondent N Total 
& ( 1 ) ( 2) { 3) { 4 ) 
Group % Very Helpful F a i rly Not One Two 
he lpful help- he lp-
ful ful  Fac tor Factors 
A l l  N 6 2  1 1 8  34 2 2 1 6  1 3 4 . 5 2  
* *  
% 2 8 . 70 5 4 . 6 3  1 5 . 74 . 9 3  1 00 . 0 0 
Sex * *  
Male N 2 8  5 4  1 0  1 9 3  7 0 . 4 8  
% 3 0 . 1 0 5 8 . 0 6 1 0 . 7 5  1 . 08 4 3 . 0 6 
* *  3 . 0 9  
Female N 3 4  6 4  2 4  1 1 2 3  6 6 . 56 
% 2 7 . 6 4 5 2 . 0 3  1 9 . 5 1  . 8 1  5 6 . 9 4  
Department * *  
Chi nese N 1 7  2 6  6 0 4 9  3 2 . 7 1  
% 3 4 . 6 9  5 3 . 0 6  1 2 . 24 0 2 2 . 6 9 
Engl ish N 1 7  1 7  4 0 3 8  2 4 . 5 3  
* *  
% 4 4 . 7 4  4 4 . 7 4  1 0 . 5 3  0 1 7 . 59 
Math N 1 0  1 9  1 0  0 3 9  1 8 . 5 4  
* *  
% 2 5 . 6 4  4 8 . 7 2  2 5 . 6 4  0 1 8 . 0 6  
I ndustr i a l  N 6 1 8  6 2 3 2  1 8 . 0 0 
* *  
Educa t i on % 1 8 . 7 5  5 6 . 2 6  1 8 . 7 5  6 . 2 5  1 4 . 8 1  
30 . 2 9* *  
3 4 . 1 7 
Educa tion N 2 1 4  1 0 1 7  
% 1 1 . 7 6  8 2 . 3 5  5 . 88 0 7 . 8 7 
Chemi stry N 7 1 1  3 0 2 1  1 3 . 1 0 
* *  
% 3 3 . 3 3 5 2 . 38 1 4 . 2 9 0 9 . 7 2  
Physics N 3 1 4  3 0 20 2 2 . 8 0
* *  
% 1 5 . 00 7 0 . 00 1 5 . 00 0 9 . 2 6  
* 
p <  . 0 5  
* *  
p <  • 0 1  
* 
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Table 3 7  
Que s t ion 1 7 :  Wha t i s  your opin ion abou t t he f ie ld t rip during the 
the f a l l  semester of the sen i or year? 
Opt i on s  x2 
Respondent N To tal 
& ( 1) ( 2 )  ( 3) ( 4) 
Group % Very Helpful Fa irly Not One Two 
he lpful help- help-
f ul f u l  Factor Fac tors 
Number of 
Students 
* *  
2 0 -39 N 1 0  1 4  7 0 3 1  1 3 . 5 2  
% 3 2 . 2 6 4 5 . 1 6 2 2 . 58 0 1 4 . 3 5  
4 0 - 4 5  N 2 3  4 1  1 0  2 7 6  4 5 . 7 9  
*
*
 
% 3 0 . 2 6 5 3 . 9 5  1 3 . 16 2 . 6 3 3 5 .  1 8  
* *  
7 . 3 4  
4 6- 4 8  N 1 2  1 9  4 1 3 6  2 2 . 0 0  
% 3 3 . 3 3  5 2 . 7 8 1 1 . 1 1 2 . 7 8 1 6 . 6 7 
49 plus N 16 4 4  1 3  0 . 7 3 5 6 . 3 7  
* *
 
% 2 1 . 9 2  6 0 . 2 7 1 7 . 8 1  0 3 3 . 8 0 
Type o f  
Class 
* *  
B i sexual N 1 0  3 6  1 1  0 5 7  4 9 . 4 6  
Class % 1 7 . 5 4 6 3 . 1 6  1 9 . 3 0 0 2 6 . 3 9 
* *  
5 . 3 9 
Unisexual N 5 1  8 3  2 3  2 1 5 9  9 3 . 1 5  
Class % 3 2 . 0 8  5 2 . 2 0 1 4 . 4 7 1 .  2 6  7 3 . 6 1  
Grade of 
Class 
* *  
7 t h  Grade N 3 4  4 5  1 7  1 9 7  4 6 . 1 3  
% 3 5 . 05 4 6 . 3 9 1 7 . 5 3  1 . 0 3  4 4 . 9 1  
8 t h  Grade N 2 4  6 8  1 5  1 1 0 8  9 2 . 9 6  
* *  
% 2 2 . 2 2  6 2 . 96 1 3 . 89 . 9 3  50 . 00 6 . 5 0 
9 t h  Grade N 4 5 2 0 1 1  5 . 3 6  
% 3 6 . 3 6 4 5 . 4 5  1 8 . 1 8 0 5 . 0 9  
* 
p < . 0 5  
** 
p <  . 0 1  
RESULTS FOR QUESTION 1 8 :  AS A GRADUATE OF TEACHERS ' 
COLLEGE , WHAT KIND OF COURSES SHOULD BE STRENGTHENED? 
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The resu l ts of thi s question a r e  presented i n  Tables 
3 8  and 3 9 .  
A s  indica ted i n  Table 3 8 ,  over 5 0  % o f  the sub jects 
i ndica ted the need to streng then "profess iona l sense " 
courses,  while nearly 2 8  % s u gges ted t he need to 
s tre n g t hen courses in ma j o r s .  Nearly 20 % i n d i ca ted t he 
need to s treng then "educa t i onal courses , "  and less than 
2 % su gges ted the need to s t reng then "common courses . "  
The d i f f erences among these opin ions were s i gn i f i cant 
x2 = 1 0 5 . 2 2 ,  df= 3 ,  p< . 0 1 ) .  
Opinion s  of ma les and fema les conce rning courses which 
needed s t rengthe n i ng were s i gn i f i ca n tly d i f f e rent i n  each 
group , w i t h  both indi c a t i n g  the g rea tes t need t o  s trengthen 
"prof e s s i onal sense '' course s .  The op i n ions between ma les 
and fema les concerning streng thening courses were not 
s i gn i f i ca n t l y  d i f ferent ( x2= 1 . 8 8 ,  d f =  3 ,  p >  . 0 5  ) .  
Subjects from a l l  departments except P hy s i c s  expressed 
s i g n i f i ca n t l y  d i f ferent opin ions concern i n g  the need to 
s treng then courses.  The ma j o r i ty of the subjects of the 
Depa r tmen ts of Chi nese, Eng l i s h ,  Ma t hema t i c s ,  and 
C he m i s try indi cated the need to streng then " professional 
sense" courses . Nearly two-thirds of t he subjects f rom 
the Depa rtments of Indu s t r i a l  Educa t i on and Educa t ion 
indica ted the need to s t reng then ma jor course s .  There 
were s i gn i f i cantly d i f f e rent opinion s  among these 
departments ( x2 = 6 6 . 8 4 , d f =  1 8 ,  p< . 0 1  ) .  
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As indicated i n  Table 3 9 ,  each group of the subjects 
who taught in the classes w i t h  various numbe r of s tudents 
had s i gn i f icantly d i f f e rent opinions conce rning the 
courses w h i c h  should be s t rengthened . There were no 
s i gn i f i ca n tly d i f ferent v i ews among these four groups 
x2= 8 . 6 4 ,  d f =  9 ,  p> . O S  ) .  
The subjects who par t i c i pa ted i n  d i f f e re n t  types o f  
clas ses e xpressed s i g n i f icant d i f ference of opinion s  
respec t i ve ly perta in ing to the courses that should b e  
s trengthened , but the ma jor i ty o f  these two groups 
i nd i ca ted the need to s t reng then " profession a l  sense " 
course s .  There were no s i g n i f ican t d i f ferences between 
these two groups ( x2= 6 . 1 7 ,  d f =  3 ,  p> . O S  ) .  
The subjects who taught in each grade expressed 
s i gni f i ca n t l y  d i f ferent op i n i ons respe c t i vely concerning 
courses w h i c h  needed to be strengthene d .  More than one­
ha l f  of the subjects who taught in the 7 t h  and 9th g rades , 
and nearly one-ha l f  of the subjects who taught in the 8 t h  
grade i nd i c a ted the need t o  s t reng then " p rofess ional 
sense " course s .  There were no s i g n i f icant d i f ferences 
among t he groups teaching a t  d i f ferent grade levels ( x2 = 
4 . 9 0 ,  d f =  6 ,  p> . O S  ) .  
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Table 3 8  
Que s t ion 1 8 :  As a gradua te o f  Teachers ' Col lege , what kind of 
courses should be strengt hened? 
Op t i ons x2 
Respondent N Total 
& ( 1 ) ( 2) ( 3 ) ( 4 ) 
Group % Major Educa - Common Prof es- One Two 
courses t ional courses s i onal 
courses sense Factor Fac tors 
All N 6 0  4 3  4 1 0 9  2 1 6  1 0 5 . 2 2  
* *  
% 2 7 . 7 8  1 9 . 9 1 1 . 8 5  5 0 . 4 6  1 0 0 . 0 0 
Sex * *  
Male  N 29 20 2 4 2  9 3  3 6 .  4 2 
% 3 1 . 1 8 2 1 . 5 1  2 . 1 5 4 5 . 1 6 4 3 . 0 6  
7 1 . 5 7 * *  
1 .  8 8  
Fema l e  N 3 1  2 3  2 6 7  1 2 3  
% 2 5 . 2 0 1 8 . 7 0  1 .  6 3  5 4 . 4 7 56 . 94 
Department 
*
*
 
Chinese N 1 3  7 1 2 8  4 9  3 2 . 8 8  
% 26 . 5 3 1 4 . 29 2 . 04 5 7 . 1 4  2 2 . 6 9 
Eng l i s h  N 7 1 2  0 1 9  3 8  2 0 . 3 2  
* *  
% 1 8 . 4 2  3 1 . 58 0 50 . 0 0  1 7 . 5 9 
Math  N 0 8 1 3 0  3 9  5 9 . 9 7 
* *  
% 0 2 0 . 5 1 2 . 56 7 6 . 9 2 1 8 . 06 
Indu s t r i a l  N 2 1  2 0 9 3 2  3 3 . 7 5  
* * 
Educa t i on % 6 5 . 6 3 6 . 2 5 0 2 8 . 1 3  1 4 . 8 1  
*
*
 
6 6 . 8 4  
Educa t i on N 1 1  2 0 4 1 7  1 6 . 1 8  
% 64 . 7 1 1 1 . 7 6 0 2 3 . 5 3  7 . 8 7 
Chem i s try N 4 7 0 1 0  2 1  1 0 . 4 3  
* 
% 1 9 . 05 3 3 . 3 3 0 4 7 . 6 2  9 . 7 2  
Phys i c s  N 5 4 2 9 2 0  5 . 2 0  
% 2 5 . 0 0  2 0 . 0 0  1 0 . 00 4 5 . 0 0  9 . 26 
* 
p <  . 0 5  
*
*
 
p <  . 0 1  
* *  
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Table 3 9  
Quest ion 1 8 :  A s  a gradua te of Teachers ' Col lege , what k i nd o f  
courses should b e  s treng thened? 
Op t i ons x2 
Respondent N Tota l 
& ( 1) ( 2) ( 3) ( 4 ) 
Group % Ma jor Educa- Common Prof es- One Two 
courses t i onal courses s i ona l 
cou rses sense Factor Fac tors 
Number o f  
Stude n t s  
* *  
2 0 - 3 9  N 1 1  4 0 16 3 1  1 9 . 7 1  
% 3 5 . 4 8  1 2 . 9 0 0 3 2 . 6 5  1 4 . 3 5  
** 
4 0 - 4 5  N 1 6  2 0  1 3 9  7 6  3 8 . 6 3  
% 2 1 . 05 2 6 . 3 2 1 . 3 2 5 1 . 3 2 3 5 . 1 8  
* *  
8 . 6 4  
4 6 -4 8  N 1 2  7 0 1 7  3 6  1 7 . 5 6 
% 33 . 3 3  1 9 . 4 4 0 4 7 . 2 2 1 6 . 6 7  
4 9  plus N 2 2  1 2  3 36 7 3  3 2 . 9 2  
* *  
% 3 0 . 1 4  1 6 . 4 4 4 . 1 1  4 9 . 3 2  3 3 . 8 0  
Type o f  
Class 
* *  
Bisexual N 1 8  1 4  3 2 2  5 7  1 4 . 0 9  
Class % 3 1 . 5 8  2 4 . 5 6  1 3 . 6 4 3 8 . 60 2 6 . 3 9 
* *  
6 . 1 7 
Unisexual N 4 2  2 9  2 8 6  1 5 9  9 2 . 7 0 
Class % 26 . 4 2  1 8 . 2 4 1 . 26 5 4 . 0 9 7 3 . 6 1  
Grade of 
Class 
* *  
7th Grade N 2 9  1 8  1 4 9  9 7  5 0 . 0 9  
% 2 9 . 9 0 1 8 . 56 1 . 0 3  5 0 . 5 2  4 4 . 9 1  
8 t h  Grade N 30 2 3  4 5 1  1 0 8  4 1 .  8 5  
* *  
% 2 7 . 7 8 2 1 . 3 0 3 . 7 0 4 7 . 22 5 0 . 0 0  4 . 90 
* *  
9 t h  grade N 1 2 0 8 1 1  1 4 . 0 9  
% 9 . 0 9  1 8 . 1 8 0 7 2 . 7 3 5 . 09 
* 
p <  . 0 5  
* *  
p <  • 0 1  
Ana lys i s  
The t i me assignmen t .  
Accord i n g  to the resu l ts o f  t h i s  s t udy , a l t hough 
nea rly two-f i f ths of the sub jects preferred a three week 
period o f  time for prac t i ce t ea c h i ng ( the status quo ) ,  
more than one-ha l f  of the subjects emphas i zed the 
need to ex tend the leng t h  of p r a c t i ce teachi n g .  T h i s  
r e s u l t  accorded w i t h  t h e  opinions of m o s t  un ivers i ty 
supe rvisors o f  National Kaohsi ung Teachers ' College a s  
revealed i n  a personal commun i ca t ion t o  the a u thor on 
December 2 0 ,  1 9 8 4 .  The senior s tudents f e l t  that they 
needed to spend more t i me i n  p ra c t i ce teachin g .  These 
feelings a re s i m i l a r  to the v i ews presented in seve ral 
studies ( e . g . , Caul & H a hn , 1 9 8 0  ; Horn , 1 9 8 3  ; Freeze , 
Buckhe r ,  O l i ve ,  & Brook s ,  1 9 8 4  ) .  
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Most o f  the subjects considered t h a t  the proper time 
for pra c t i c e  teaching was the spring semes ter o f  the 
senior y ea r .  The unive rs i ty supervi sors o f  NKTC have the 
same point  of v i ew a s  revealed i n  a personal 
communicat i on to the au thor on December 2 0 ,  1 9 8 4 .  To 
arrange the spring seme s te r  of tha senior year a s  the 
t i me for pract ice teac h i ng is probably bene f ic i a l  to 
senior s tudents because they gain  more professi onal 
knowledge and s k i l l s  than they would a t  o t he r  periods 
du ring the i r  four years of s tudy. 
W i t h  regard to the type of arrangement of t ime 
concern ing pra c t i ce teachi n g ,  the type o f  three 
consecu tive weeks was considered as the proper one . 
Howeve r ,  the univers i ty supe rvi sors of NKTC had diverse 
opi n i ons perta i n ing to the type of a r ra ngeme n t  of t i me .  
S i nce there are di f ferences of opini ons conce r n i ng t h i s  
ma t te r ,  i t  needs further experi mental s t udy . Students 
seemed to empha s ize the need for con t i nu i ty in pra c t i ce 
teach i n g .  
The f e e l i ng toward t he si tua t i on o f  junior high 
s c hoo l .  
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During the period o f  prac tice teac h i n g ,  mos t senior 
students perceived tha t the adm i n i s t ra tors o f  jun ior h i g h  
schools , including the p r i n c i pa l s ,  the deans o f  s t udies,  
and the deans of s tudents expressed earne s t  a t t i tudes 
about t he i r  work . Accord i n g  to the s tudy by B a l l  ( 1 9 8 2  ) ,  
these pos i t i ve a t t i tudes o f  admi n i s t ra tors should promote 
pos i t ive a t t i tudes among senior s tude n t s .  Most senior 
s tuden t s  a l so indica ted t ha t  they be l ieved that class 
teachers were earnest abou t pra c t i ce t e a c h i n g .  At the 
same t i m e ,  the c lass teachers were pe rce i ved as be ing 
bene f i c i a l  to the senior s tude n t s ' pra c t i ce tea c h i n g .  
Theref ore , the c l a s s  tea chers played a role o f  pos i t i ve 
helper to the senior s tuden t s .  These resul ts were 
s i m i l a r  to that of Wol f e ' s  s tudy ( 1 9 8 2  ) .  I f  the 
respons i b i l i t ies of the c la s s  teachers were described 
more clea r l y ,  the senior students may receive more 
bene f i t s from prac t i ce teaching ( Ema n s ,  1 9 8 3  ) .  
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From the feedback o f  the s tudents o f  j un ior h i gh schoo l s ,  
the senior s tudents perce i ved that most o f  t he i r  pra c t i ce 
teaching was good or excel lent . Senior s tudents 
ind i ca ted that they had a good rela tion s h i p  w i th the 
s tudents dur i n g  prac t i ce tea c h i n g .  Based on this  
fee l i n g ,  mos t of the senior s tudents l i ked t o  tea c h  
any k i nd o f  classes or t he heterogeneous c la s ses. T h i s  
phenomenon i s  accorded w i t h  the C h i nese tradi tion t ha t  a 
teacher ha s to provide educa t i on for a l l  people w i thou t 
discrimina t ion.  Those who l iked to teach i n  the above 
average c la s ses m i g h t  be h i g h  a cademic a c hi evers 
themselve s .  Howeve r ,  t h i s  i n ference should be sub jected 
to fur ther s tudy . 
The ins tructional me thods and a i d s .  
Poor teaching methods w a s  a factor w h i c h  caused 
f a i lu re i n  prac t i ce teac h i n g  ( R i ckma n & Hol lowe l l ,  1 9 8 1  ) . 
There fore , teaching methods should be emphas ized i n  
pra c t i ce teac hing . The results of this  s tudy revealed 
1 0 3  
that most senior students f requently applied the met hod 
of lec ture , and t ha t  nearly one- t h i rd of the senior 
s tudents used the heur i s t i c  me thod i n  t he i r  pra c t i ce 
tea c h i n g .  These resul t s  were i n  a ccordance w i t h  the 
daily teaching of junior h i g h  school teachers i n  Taiwan .  
In addi tion to t he method of lecture , t he s e n i o r  s tudents 
should try to use var i ou s  methods in order to enhance the 
effects of t he i r  teac h i n g . 
During pra c t i ce teac h i n g ,  t he i ns truct ional a i ds 
w h i c h  the sen ior s tude nts used frequen tly were made by 
t hemselve s .  This result i nd i ca ted that t he senior 
s tudents worked hard dur i n g  the i r  prac t i ce teach i n g ;  t hey 
were i n teres ted i n  the ma k i ng of instruct ional a i ds and 
a t tempted to enhance t he e f fects of t he i r  teaching by the 
use of such a i d s .  The resu l t  a l so indicate d  t ha t  the 
junior h i g h  schools should purchase more i n s truct iona l 
a i ds to help t he i r  regular and p ra c t i ce teacher s .  The 
sen i or s tuden t s  who d i d  not use instr u c t i ona l a i ds m i g h t  
have f e l t  no need t o  d o  so or they may have been unware 
of how to use t hem.  The i s sue i s  in need of further 
s tudy . Frequen tly , most senior s tudents used paper-pen c i l  
and oral tests t o  evaluate the learning achi evements of 
s tudents during t he i r  p ra c tice tea c h i n g .  According to 
theor ies of measurement , the abi l i ties  of students are 
expressed i n  d i fferent d i men s i o n s .  Therefor e ,  i t  would 
be valuable to encourage the sen i or s tude n ts to use 
varied methods of eva luat ion during the i r  pra c t i ce 
teachi n g .  
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A l t hough one- f i f t h  o f  the senior s t udents i ndica ted 
that the i r  cla sses were s l i g h tly d i sordere d ,  most o f  them 
appare n t ly d i d  not encou n t e r  severe d i s c i pl i ne problems . 
This resu l t  was d i fferent from the resu l ts of o ther 
s tudies ( Harrow & D z i uba n ,  1 9 7 4  ; Purce l l  & S e i f e r t h ,  
1 9 7 8 ,  1 9 8 1  ; Adams & Martray,  1 9 8 1  ; Ri ckman & Hollowe l l ,  
1 9 8 1  ; Hodge s ,  1 9 8 3  ) .  T hese di fferent results might be 
caused by the cultural d i f ferences i n  that most Chineses 
s tudents re spect the i r  teachers and behave pursuant to 
the rules o f  the classroo m .  
The pre-practice teaching curr i culum . 
A successful j u n i o r  h i g h  sc hool teacher should 
understand the s tuden t s ,  a pply tea ching me thods 
approp r i a t e l y ,  and have a n  excel lent command of subject 
ma tter tau g h t .  The re s u l ts of this study revealed that 
mos t senior s tudents considered that the ma jor courses 
t hey studied in Teache r s ' College and the f i e l d  trip 
during the fall semester of the senior year were 
bene f i c i a l  to their pra c t i ce teach i n g .  The professional 
knowledge and s k i l l s  acqu i red in major courses and the 
e xperience acqui red i n  the f i eld t r i p  was perce i ved a s  
valuable for t he i r  teaching career.  
Al thoug h more than one-ha l f  o f  the senior studen ts 
reported t ha t  the knowledge and s k i l l s  acqui red i n  
educa t i ona l courses was good, nearly ha l f  o f  the senior 
s tude n ts i ndica ted that t he content o f  these courses 
needed i mproveme n t .  
W i th regard to t he k ind o f  courses t h a t  should be 
strengthened, one-ha l f  of the senior s tudents advocated 
empha s i z i ng "professional sense . "  This result  m i g h t  be 
a f f e c ted by the theory o f  Confuc ius who said t ha t  a 
teacher not only trans fers knowledge or s k i l l s  to h i s  
s tudents b u t  a l so teaches students to become gentleme n .  
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I n  order to reach t h i s  a i m ,  a teacher mus t have the 
profess i on a l  sense to i n f l uence s tuden t s '  be ha v i o r .  
Prof essi ona l sense i s  a combina t i on of t he prospect ive 
teacher s '  chara cters and t he i r  professional knowledge and 
ski l ls a cq u i red i n  Tea chers ' Col lege . A l thoug h the 
senior s tuden ts emphasi zed the i mportance o f  educa tional 
coureses , several of them i nd i c a ted that t he major courses 
should be s tre ngthed.  S i nce the i ssue of pre-pra c t i ce 
tea c h i n g  curriculum i s  compl i c a t e d ,  further s tudy would 
seem necessary . 
Chapter V 
Conclu sions and Recommenda t i ons 
The con clusions and recommenda t i on s  presented in 
t h i s  Chapter were based upon a review of re l a ted 
l i tera t ure Chapter I I  ) regarding pra c t ice teaching a s  
well a s  a n  anlysis and d i scussion o f  the survey resu l t s  
presented i n  C ha p te r  I V .  
Conclu s i ons 
The t i me a s s i gnmen t .  
1 .  A l t hough appro x i ma tely one-ha l f  o f  t he senior 
s tudents ind ica ted that  two or three-week pra c t i ce 
teac hing period was s u f f i c i e n t ,  the o t her ha l f  advocated 
e x tending the length of pract ice teaching to more than 
three wee k s . 
2 .  Sen i or s tudents reported that t he proper time for 
prac t i ce teaching was the spring semester of the senior 
yea r .  
3 .  The proper t i me concern i n g  pra c t ice teaching 
preferred by senior s tudents was three or more consec u t ive 
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weeks . 
The feel ing toward the s i tuat i on of junior high  
schoo l .  
1 .  Senior s tudents reported a n  earne s t  a t t i tude o f  
adm i n i s trators,  including the principa l s ,  deans of 
stud i e s , and deans of s tudents toward t he i r  prac t i ce 
teachi n g .  
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2 .  The senior s tude nts perce i ved a n  e a rnest a t t i tude 
toward prac t ice teaching by the class tea chers , and 
i nd icated t ha t  the class teachers were bene f i c i a l  t o  
t h e i r  pra c t i ce teac hi ng . 
3 .  The senior studen t s  considered t h a t  j u n i or high 
school s tuden ts were sa t i s f ied w i t h  the i r  pra c t i ce 
teaching . 
4 .  Some senior s tuden ts l iked t o  teach the above 
average c la sses or the hete rogeneous classe s ,  but the 
ma jor i ty of the senior s t udents had no pre ference s 
conce r n i n g  the k i nd of cla sses taught . 
The i n s t ru c t i onal methods and a i d s .  
1 .  The predominant teaching methods w hi c h  senior 
students reported using i n  prac t i ce teaching were lecture 
and he u r i s t i c  method s .  
2 .  The i ns truc tiona l a i ds used f requently i n  
pra c t ice teaching were made by t he senior students 
themse l v e s .  
3 .  During the period of prac t i ce tea ching , the 
met hods of evalua t i on w h i c h  senior s tudents used most 
freque ntly were the paper-penci l and oral tests.  
4 .  The senior s tuden t s  seldom encountered severe 
problems of studen t d i s c i p l i n e .  
The pre-practice teaching curriculum. 
1 .  The profess iona l knowledge and s k i l l s  a cqui red 
in the senior s tudents ' major seemed to serve them well 
in pra c t i ce teac hing.  
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2. Most senior s tuden ts considered tha t  the 
profe s s ional knowledge and s k i l l s  acqui red in educa t i onal 
courses as s u f f i cien t ,  howe ve r ,  some s tudents 
( especi a l ly those from the depa r tments o f  Eng l ish and 
Mathem a t i c s  ) proposed t ha t  the educa tional courses 
should be strengthened. 
3 .  Sen i or students reported t ha t  the f i eld trip 
during the f a l l  semester o f  the senior year was he lpful 
in the i r  p ra c t i ce teaching.  
4 .  Sen ior s tudents i n d i ca ted t ha t  " professiona l 
sense " should be strengthened in order to assist  teachers 
in becoming successf ul . 
Recommenda t i ons 
1 .  The length of pract ice teaching should be 
ex tended f rom three weeks to four o r  f i ve weeks . 
2 .  The type of arrangement o f  t i me concern ing 
pra c t i c e  teaching should be maintained a s  consecu t i ve 
weeks and should be conducted in the spring semester of 
the sen i o r  year . 
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3 .  The pra ctice tea c h i ng respon s i b i l i t ie s  of the 
admi n i s t ra tors and class teachers of j u n i o r  high  s c hool s 
should be descr i bed clearly i n  order t o  encourage them t o  
provide greater assis tance to practice teacher s .  
4 .  I n  order t o  enhance the e f fect iveness o f  
pra c t i ce tea c h i n g ,  the superv i sors o f  Teachers ' College 
and the coopera ting teache r s  should ma i n ta i n  conta c t  
consta n t ly during pra c t i c e  tea chi n g .  
5 .  T h e  teacher t ra i n ing i ns t i tutions should 
s trengthen the educa t i o n a l  courses to i mprove 
prospe c t i v e  teachers ' profe s s i onal knowledge and s k i l l s .  
6 .  During the pe r i od o f  practice teach i n g ,  the 
senior s tudents should be encouraged not only to employ 
various ins truc t i onal methods for enhancing the effects 
of tea ching , but also to apply a vari e ty of v a l i d  
eva luat ion te chni ques t o  mea sure student learning . 
7 .  The j un i or h i g h  schools should purchase more 
i ns t ruc t i o na l aids to decrease the t i me w h i c h  the senior 
s tudents spend i n  mak i ng i n s t ru c t ional a i d s . This wou ld 
enable senior s tudents to concentrate on t he i r  teachin g .  
8 .  The a t t r ibutes o f  a class taught by the se n i o r  
s tudents should b e  a na lyzed before p ra c t i ce teaching 
be g i n s .  This might i n crease the con f i dence of senior 
studen t s  and help them t o  adop t more e f fe c t ive teaching 
methods . 
9 .  Educa t i onal adminis trators and o f f i c i als o f  
teacher tra ining i n s t i t u t i ons in Taiwan shou ld examine 
the resu l t s  of studies of practice teaching i n  o t her 
cou n t r i e s  and conduct more empi rical s t udies of such 
tea c h i n g  in Tai wan . 
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APPENDIX 
Pra c t ice Teaching Que s t i on na i re 
1 1 8  
June 1 9 8 4  
Dear studen t :  
I t  i s  my pleasure t o  express congra t u l a t ions upon your 
gradua t i on from Kaohs i un g  Teache r s '  College a f ter care ful 
s tudy of your f i e l d .  
Be fore your gradua t i on ,  you were a s s i gned t o  pra c t i c e  
teaching i n  a junior high school . I have developed a 
que s t i onnaire desi gned to obta i n  your opinions o f  s tuden t  
teach i n g .  The resu l ts o f  the quest ionna i r e  should be useful 
to educa t ional a u t hor i t ies a s  they plan for improvements i n  
the teacher t r a i n i n g  program. 
I would apprec i a t e  your comp l e t ing t he questionn a i re .  
Thank you for your co-opera t i o n .  
S i ncerely yours, 
Mao-sen Liang 
The Department of Educa t i on 
N a t ional Kaohs iung Teache r s '  College 
Pra c t i ce Teaching Que s t ionna i r e  
Background I n forma t ion 
Please answer the follow i ng s t a temen t s :  
1 .  Your sex : 1 )  Male 2 )  Fema l e  
2 .  Your departmen t :  1 )  Chi nese 2 )  Eng l i s h  
3 )  
5 )  
Ma thema t i c s  4 )  
Educa t i on 6 )  
Indus t r i a l  Educa t i on 
Phy s i c s  7 )  Chem i s try 
3 .  Number of students i n  your pra c t i ce teaching grou p :  
1 )  2 0 - 3 9  2 )  4 0 - 4 5  3 )  4 6 - 4 8  4 )  4 9  plus 
4 .  The type of c l a s s  i n  your pra c t i ce teac h i n g :  
1 )  B i s e xual class 2 )  Un i sexual c l a s s  
5 .  The grade o f  class in your pra c t i c e  tea c hi n g :  
1 )  7 t h  grade 2 )  8 t h  grade 3 )  9 t h  grade 
Que s t ions 
1 .  How many weeks a re adequate for pra c t i ce teaching? 
1 1 9  
1 )  2 weeks 2 )  3 weeks 3 )  4 weeks 4 )  5 weeks 
2 .  W h i c h  semester would be t he proper t i me for pra c t i ce 
tea c h i n g ?  
1 )  F a l l/Junior 2 )  
4 )  Spr ing/Senior 
Spri ng/Junior 3 )  Fal l/Se n i o r  
3 .  Wha t type of a rrangement of t i me concerning pra c t i ce 
teaching would be prope r ?  
1 2 0  
1 )  Three conse cu t i ve weeks 2 )  Two separate periods 
w i t h  one wee k ' s  i n terval 3 )  Three sepa rate weeks w i t h  
i nterva l s  between each week 4 )  
a semester 
D i s t r i bu t ion wi thin 
4.  How w a s  the Principa l ' s  a t ti tude to you? 
1 )  Very earnest 2 )  Earnest 3 )  Apa thetic 
4 )  Ne g l i gent 
5 .  How was the a t t i tude you rece ived from the Dean of 
S tudies? 
1 ) 
4 )  
Very earnest 2 )  
Neg l i gent 
Earnest 3 )  Apa the t i c  
6 .  How wa s the a t ti tude you received f rom t he Dean o f  
S tudents? 
1 )  Very earnest 2 )  
4 )  Neg l i gent 
Earnest 3 )  Apathe t i c  
7 .  How was the a t t i tude you received from the class teache rs? 
1 )  Very earnest 2 )  Earnest 3 )  Apa t he t i c  
4 )  N e g l i gent 
8.  Of w ha t  bene f i t  were t he class teachers to your pra c t i ce 
teaching? 
1 )  Very bene f i c i a l  2 )  Bene f i c i a l  
3 )  Somewhat bene f i c i a l  4 )  Non-benef i c i a l  
9 .  What was your percep t i o n  about the s t uden ts ' v i ews of 
your prac t i ce teaching? 
1 )  Exce l lent 2 )  Good 3 )  Fa i r  4 )  Bad 
1 2 1  
1 0 .  What k i nd of class d i d  you l i ke be s t  for your pra c t ice 
tea c h i n g ?  
1 )  Any k i nd of c l a s s  2 )  
3 ) The below average class 
The above average class 
4 )  The heterogeneous class 
1 1 .  Wha t i n s tructional method did you use frequently in your 
pract ice teaching? 
1 )  
4 )  
Lecture 2 )  Heur i s t i c  method 
Se l f -study method 
3 )  D i scuss ion 
1 2 .  Wha t k i nd of instruc t i onal a i d s  did you use frequen t ly 
i n  your p ra c t i ce tea c h i n g ?  
1 )  Ready-made o f f ered by junior h i g h  school 
2 )  Sel f-made 3 )  Both  1 )  and 2 )  4 )  None 
1 3 .  What met hod of eva l u a t ion d i d  you use most frequently i n  
your p r a c t i ce tea ching? 
1 )  Pape r -pen c i l  t e s t  2 )  Paper-pe n c i l  and ora l tests 
3 )  Obse rvat ion of a c t i v i ty 4 )  Appra i s a l  of a t t i tude 
1 4 .  How was the s tuden ts ' d i s cipl ine of t he class in your 
pra c t i ce teaching? 
1 )  Very good 2 )  Fa i r l y  good 
3 )  S l ightly d i sordered 4 )  Di sordered 
1 2 2  
1 5 .  How did the pro fessiona l knowledge and s k i l l s  acquired 
i n  your ma jor serve your pra ctice teachi ng? 
1 )  Excellent 2 )  Good 3 )  Fair 4 )  Poor 
1 6 .  How d i d  the profess iona l knowledge and s k i l l s  acqui red 
i n  educa t i onal cou rses serve your pra c t i ce teaching? 
1 )  Excellent 2 )  Good 3 )  Fa i r  4 )  Poor 
1 7 .  Wha t is your opi n i on about the f i e ld trip during the 
f a l l  seme s ter of the senior year? 
l )  Very helpful 2 )  
4 )  Not helpful 
Helpful 3 )  Fai rly he lpful 
1 8 .  As a gradua te of Teachers ' College ,  w ha t  k i nd of courses 
should be s trengthened? 
1 )  Major courses 2 )  Education a l  courses 
3 )  Common courses 4 )  Professional sense 
